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House of Representatives
The House met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. LEACH). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 24, 2004. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JAMES A. 
LEACH to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f 

PRAYER 

Bishop Alfred A. Owens, Jr., Greater 
Mount Calvary Holy Church, Wash-
ington, DC, offered the following pray-
er: 

Most gracious and everlasting God, 
we thank You for this, another glorious 
day that You have allowed us to see, 
and we honor You for Your undying 
faithfulness towards us. 

Lord, help us to continually hold up 
the light of Your love, and may we be 
always mindful of our collective duty 
to serve each other as we serve You. 

Teach us Your ways and lead us in a 
plain path. Shine Your light upon the 
road that our Members of Congress 
must travel. Give them grace and truth 
to guide their every decision. Unite 
them under the banner of Your love 
and allow them to speak with one clar-
ion voice that which You would have 
them say. 

Teach us all to lean on Your ever-
lasting arms, and give us the grace to 
lead according to Your everlasting 
Word. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 

last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from California (Mr. FIL-
NER) come forward and lead the House 
in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. FILNER led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed with an 
amendment in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested, a bill of the 
House of the following title:

H.R. 3108. An act to amend the employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 and 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to tempo-
rarily replace the 30-year Treasury rate with 

a rate based on long-term corporate bonds 
for certain pension plan funding require-
ments and other provisions, and for other 
purposes.

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to 
the bill (H.R. 3108) ‘‘An Act to amend 
the Employee Retirement Income Se-
curity Act of 1974 and the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to temporarily re-
place the 30-year Treasury rate with a 
rate based on long-term corporate 
bonds for certain pension plan funding 
requirements and other provisions, and 
for other purposes,’’ requests a con-
ference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and appoints Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. 
GREGG, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. BAUCUS, 
and Mr. KENNEDY, to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message was announced that the 
Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested:

S. 1786. An act to revise and extend the 
Community Services Block Grant Act, the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Act of 
1981, and the Assets for Independence Act.

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 100–175, as 
amended by Public Laws 102–375, 103–
171, and 106–501, the Chair, on behalf of 
the Democratic Leader, after consulta-
tion with the members of the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions, and the Committee on 
Aging, appoints the following individ-
uals as members of the Policy Com-
mittee to the White House Conference 
on Aging—

The Senator from Iowa (Mr. HARKIN); 
and 

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID).
f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives:
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OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 13, 2004. 

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
February 13, 2004 at 10:10 a.m. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 361. 

Appointments: 
Board of Visitors United States Naval 

Academy. 
Board of Visitors United States Air Force 

Academy. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
JEFF TRANDAHL, 

Clerk of the House.

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the Speaker 
pro tempore signed the following en-
rolled bills on Thursday, February 19, 
2004: 

H.R. 743, to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act and the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 to provide additional safeguards 
for Social Security and Supplemental 
Security Income beneficiaries with rep-
resentative payees, to enhance pro-
gram protections, and for other pur-
poses; 

S. 523, to make technical corrections 
to laws relating to Native Americans, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

REMEMBERING VICTIMS OF 
BROTHERS TO THE RESCUE 
SHOOTDOWN ON EIGHTH ANNI-
VERSARY 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor the memory of Car-
los Costa, Armando Alejandre, Mario 
de la Pena, and Pablo Morales, who, 8 
years ago today, were murdered by the 
terrorist regime in Havana. 

These four brave men, committed to 
the cause of freedom and democracy in 
Cuba, ventured out over international 
waters in search of those who risked it 
all to reach here, the United States, 
the land of liberty. But what they 
came face to face with was the evil, 
ruthless, and brutal nature of the Cas-
tro dictatorship in the form of MiG–29 
fighter jets. Like vultures circling 
their prey, these MiGs closed in, and at 
3:21 and 3:27 p.m. aimed their missiles 
and destroyed these two Brothers to 
the Rescue planes. 

There would be no international out-
cry. Yet their deaths at the hands of 
the tyrant and his agents of terror 
would serve as a catalyst, a call to ac-
tion, a new Grito de Baire, for Cuba’s 
internal opposition. 

I ask my colleagues to remember 
these fallen heroes, Carlos, Armando, 

Mario, and Pablo, and to pray for the 
enslaved people of Cuba. 

f 

ETHICAL CLOUD HANGING OVER 
WASHINGTON GROWS DARKER 

(Mr. ALLEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, the ethical 
cloud hanging over Republicans in 
Washington grows darker. 

Every good lawyer and judge knows 
the importance of avoiding conflicts of 
interest and the appearance of conflicts 
of interest. Last month, Supreme 
Court Justice Antonin Scalia went 
hunting in Louisiana with Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY, on land owned by an oil 
executive. They flew on Air Force Two, 
at taxpayer expense. 

Three weeks earlier, the Supreme 
Court agreed to decide In Re Cheney, a 
case brought to force Vice President 
CHENEY to disclose information about 
his secret energy task force meetings 
with oil executives. Justice Scalia said 
afterwards, ‘‘I do not think my impar-
tiality could reasonably be ques-
tioned.’’

He is wrong. He has no business de-
ciding a case of enormous significance 
to his friend and hunting companion. 

To preserve the integrity of the Su-
preme Court and to maintain the trust 
of the public, Justice Scalia should 
recuse himself from any role in the 
Cheney case. And Vice President CHE-
NEY should have been the first to ask 
him to do so. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED CON-
STITUTIONAL AMENDMENT RE-
GARDING MARRIAGE 
(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, after weeks 
of legal and moral confusion, from 
Massachusetts to California, today 
President George W. Bush called on 
this Congress to adopt a constitutional 
amendment defining marriage histori-
cally and culturally as it has ever been, 
as the union between a man and a 
woman. In so doing, President George 
W. Bush brought moral clarity to the 
debate by calling for this amendment 
banning gay marriage, in his words, 
preventing courts from changing that 
‘‘most enduring of human institu-
tions.’’

And so marriage is. Ordained by God, 
confirmed by law, marriage is the glue 
of the family and the safest harbor for 
children. Congress should heed Presi-
dent Bush’s courageous moral leader-
ship, pass the marriage amendment, 
and affirm the confidence of the Amer-
ican people in our ability to defend 
their most cherished of institutions.

f 

A WEAPON OF MASS DISTRACTION 
(Mr. FILNER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FILNER. Well, there they go 
again. The Commander in Chief has 
signalled the start of the culture wars, 
so they are here with their wedge poli-
tics, trying to divide us, trying to di-
vide us as a Nation. 

Three million jobs lost since this 
President took office, a war in Iraq 
that we cannot seem to win, 545 of our 
bravest young men and women killed, 
more waiting as sitting ducks; but 
what we are going to talk about in this 
House is a constitutional amendment 
to preserve marriage. Talk about 
wedge politics at its finest. Talk about 
something to divide the Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from In-
diana, and I assume all those who are 
going to come after him, should look at 
the history of the United States and 
the Constitution, the Constitution 
which represents for us expanding the 
rights of all Americans, expanding. 

We went from giving the right to 
citizenship to African Americans to 
giving the right to vote to women, al-
ways expanding what the American 
Dream was about, always expanding 
what America ought to be. But now we 
are going to pass an amendment that 
restricts rights. Now we are going to 
pass an amendment that says do not 
look at jobs, do not look at the war in 
Iraq, do not look at any of the things 
that bother the American people at 
their dinner table, their lack of health 
insurance, their lack of quality edu-
cation. No, let us focus on this con-
stitutional amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, the Commander in 
Chief has unleashed his Weapon of 
Mass Distraction.

f 

UNBORN VICTIMS AND MORAL 
LEADERSHIP 

(Mr. DELAY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, this week 
the House will hear a lot, on the floor 
and off the floor, about the Unborn 
Victims of Violence Act, also known as 
Laci and Conner’s Law, which acknowl-
edges the victimhood of unborn chil-
dren injured during attacks against 
their pregnant mothers. 

Though the bill says nothing about 
Roe v. Wade, Casey v. Planned Parent-
hood, or any abortion law at any level 
of government in this Nation, we will 
hear false arguments to the contrary. 
We will hear the usual arguments, from 
the usual suspects, that any legislation 
that in any way recognizes the human-
ity of unborn children is an assault on 
the Constitution. 

Those of us who support this legisla-
tion, who, I should add, represent a 
point of view shared by more than 80 
percent of the American people, will be 
scolded and have fingers wagged at us 
by people telling us in ominous tones 
that they ‘‘know what we are doing.’’

Well, I should hope so. I hope the 
whole world knows what we are doing, 
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sees the stands that we are taking on 
behalf of pregnant mothers and their 
families, providing justice and codi-
fying common sense. 

There is nothing in Laci and Conner’s 
Law we should hide from. Indeed, so in-
tuitive is the notion that an attack 
against a pregnant mother involves 
two victims, so essential to both nat-
ural law and basic human experience, 
that I would venture to guess that even 
most children in this country just as-
sume that legislation like the Unborn 
Victims of Violence Act is already on 
the books. 

This is a no-brainer, Mr. Speaker. Of 
course Laci and Conner’s Law should 
be passed. Of course this House and 
this Nation can stand up for pregnant 
women and their families and acknowl-
edge the injuries their children suffer 
at the hand of violent predators and set 
penalties accordingly. 

Defending the family is part of our 
core agenda in this Congress, and pass-
ing Laci and Conner’s Law is one of the 
ways we can fulfill it. After all, what 
kind of moral leaders would we be if, 
given the choice, we rejected the nat-
ural instinct of all people that they all 
have to recoil at news of violence 
against pregnant mothers? 

Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, come 
Thursday’s vote, we will not have to 
find out. 

f 

SECRETARY OF EDUCATION 
SHOULD RESIGN 

(Ms. MCCOLLUM asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, yes-
terday the Secretary of Education 
branded the 2.7 million teacher-strong 
National Education Association a ‘‘ter-
rorist organization.’’

Mr. Paige’s words were a hateful 
comment, beneath the dignity of any 
Cabinet Secretary. Rather than trying 
to achieve the highest standards of ci-
vility, setting the best example for 
American children, Mr. Paige’s ‘‘teach-
able moment’’ was to stand in the 
White House and vilify the NEA and 
America’s teachers by labeling them 
terrorists, in effect, enemies of Amer-
ica. 

This vile language was no joke. It 
was not insensitive. In fact, it was a 
deliberate attack, an example of neo-
McCarthyism at its worst. 

The Secretary’s words harmed public 
education, and they were clear in their 
intent to threaten the millions of 
American citizens that the NEA honor-
ably represents. 

It is time for Mr. Paige to resign. 
Resign now, sir. 

f 

THANKING ERIC THOMPSON FOR 35 
YEARS OF PUBLIC SERVICE 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to commend a 
South Carolinian who has been a model 
of public service for the last 35 years. 
Eric Thompson of North Augusta, 
South Carolina, retired this January 
from his post as executive director of 
the Lower Savannah Council of Gov-
ernments, where he had worked since 
1981.

b 1415 

The Council is a regional planning 
and development organization serving 6 
counties and 45 incorporated munici-
palities. 

Mr. Thompson has helped the Lower 
Savannah Council secure nearly $172 
million in State and Federal grants for 
cities and counties in the region, which 
includes Aiken, Allendale, Bamberg, 
Barnwell, Calhoun, and Orangeburg 
Counties. He has worked previously as 
part of planning commissions for Aiken 
and Brunswick-Glynn County, and cur-
rently serves as a member of the Board 
of Directors of the National Associa-
tion of Development Organizations, 
where he has served as president. 

South Carolina is so thankful for 
Eric Thompson’s dedication to our 
State, and I ask all of my colleagues to 
join me in commending him for his 
commitment to public service. 

In conclusion, may God bless our 
troops. We will never forget September 
11. 

f 

BLUE DOG DEFICIT UPDATE 

(Mr. STENHOLM asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, today 
we owe the country $7,078 billion, being 
swept under the rug every day. Foreign 
holdings of our debt now total $1.5 tril-
lion. Foreign investors financed 70 per-
cent of our record $373 billion debt last 
year. In January of 2002, foreign inves-
tors held $1 trillion of our U.S. debt; 
today it is $1.5 trillion. Japan holds 
$545 billion, and China holds $149 bil-
lion of our debt. By far, the United 
States’ largest foreign aid program is 
our interest payments to foreign inves-
tors, yet we continue to not want to 
change our economic game plan to do 
something about it. The largest single 
debt tax increase in the history of our 
country is being perpetrated on us 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, $7,078 billion, that is 
what we owe today. 

f 

MAKE TAX RELIEF PERMANENT 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the eco-
nomic numbers we are seeing right now 
do not lie. Our economy is growing and 
jobs are being created, but to stay on 
that track, we need to keep our econ-
omy growing. Growth encourages busi-

ness expansion and entrepreneurship, 
both of which lead to new jobs, and tax 
relief encourages growth. That is what 
we have seen this year. 

When small businesses and working 
families keep more of their own 
money, they spend it far better than 
we do here in Washington. But many, 
even many here in this Chamber today, 
do not believe that. So we will hear 
lots of talk about repealing tax cuts 
and spending more. But, Mr. Speaker, 
that is the wrong way to go. Raising 
taxes will hurt this economy. Lower 
tax rates on American families will un-
leash the full potential of this econ-
omy. 

We need to let American workers 
keep the reward for their hard work. 
We need to act this year to make the 
tax relief permanent. This will encour-
age long-term growth and allow fami-
lies and small business owners to plan 
with confidence for the future. 

f 

CONGRATULATING SENATOR JANE 
NELSON 

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Texas State Sen-
ator Jane Nelson on her recent receipt 
of the Nathan Davis Award for Out-
standing Government Service from the 
American Medical Association. 

Senator Nelson is a Republican who 
represents senate district 12 in Texas. 
She is my senator. She was elected to 
the Texas Senate in 1992 after serving 
two terms on the Texas State Board of 
Education. At the board of education, 
future Senator Nelson led her col-
leagues on a fight to correct over 5,000 
errors in textbooks across the State of 
Texas. 

During all of this activity, Senator 
Nelson has also managed to own and 
operate an aircraft component manu-
facturing firm with her husband Mike, 
while raising a son and four daughters, 
three of whom I delivered. 

Senator Nelson has made health care 
policy and advocacy for Texas patients 
a top priority. She wrote Texas’ first 
comprehensive privacy law, she fought 
for HMO reform, and wrote the law re-
turning physical education classes to 
help fight childhood obesity. 

In the most recent session of the 
State legislature, Senator Nelson 
worked for liability reform in the 
health care industry and for relief of 
rising health care costs. She also spon-
sored prompt pay legislation, which 
simply requires HMOs to pay their bills 
on time. 

This is definitely a high honor for 
Senator Nelson, as it would be for any 
elected official. In the years to come, 
hopefully, the Nation will be honoring 
more great leaders such as Senator 
Nelson for their hard work and dedica-
tion to worthy causes as health care 
reform. 

Senator Nelson, congratulations. I 
regard you as a friend and mentor, and, 
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certainly, Texas physicians have no 
better friend in the State legislature, 
and you have been a true friend to the 
family of medicine across the country. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LEACH). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule 
XX, the Chair will postpone further 
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote 
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on 
which the vote is objected to under 
clause 6 of rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

SALT CEDAR AND RUSSIAN OLIVE 
CONTROL ASSESSMENT AND 
DEMONSTRATION ACT 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2707) to direct the Secretaries of 
the Interior and Agriculture, acting 
through the U.S. Forest Service, to 
carry out a demonstration program to 
assess potential water savings through 
control of Salt Cedar and Russian Olive 
on forests and public lands adminis-
tered by the Department of the Inte-
rior and the U.S. Forest Service, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2707

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Salt Cedar 
and Russian Olive Control Assessment and 
Demonstration Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) SECRETARIES.—The term ‘‘Secretaries’’ 

means the Secretary of Agriculture, in co-
operation with the Secretary of the Interior. 

(2) WESTERN UNITED STATES.—The term 
‘‘Western United States’’ refers to the States 
defined by the Act of June 17, 1902 (com-
monly known as the 1902 Reclamation Act; 
43 U.S.C. 371 et seq.), which includes Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Mon-
tana, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, Nevada, 
New Mexico, Oregon, Texas, Utah, Wash-
ington, and Wyoming. 
SEC. 3. ASSESSMENT OF SALT CEDAR AND RUS-

SIAN OLIVE INFESTATION IN WEST-
ERN UNITED STATES. 

(a) ASSESSMENT.—Not later than one year 
after the date on which funds are first made 
available to carry out this section, the Sec-
retaries shall complete an assessment of the 
extent of Salt Cedar and Russian Olive inva-
sion in the Western United States. 

(b) CONTENT.—The assessment shall include 
the following: 

(1) To the extent practicable, documenta-
tion of the quantity of water lost due to the 
infestation. 

(2) Documentation of the quantity of water 
saved due to various control methods, in-
cluding the portion of saved water that re-
turns to surface water or groundwater sup-
plies and at what rates. 

(3) Determination of the optimum control 
method for the various land types and land 
uses. 

(4) Determination of what conditions indi-
cate the need to remove such growth and the 

optimal methods for disposal or use of such 
growth. 

(5) Determination of methods to prevent 
the regrowth and reintroduction of Salt 
Cedar and Russian Olive and to reestablish 
native species. 

(c) REPORT ON ASSESSMENT.—
(1) PREPARATION AND CONTENT.—The Secre-

taries shall prepare a report containing the 
results of the assessment. The report shall 
identify long-term management and funding 
strategies that could be implemented by 
Federal, State, Tribal, and private land man-
agers and owners on all land management 
types to address the invasion of Salt Cedar 
and Russian Olive. The report shall also 
identify deficiencies or areas for further 
study and where actual field demonstrations 
would be useful in the control effort. 

(2) SUBMISSION.—The Secretaries shall sub-
mit the report to the Committee on Re-
sources and the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry and the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources of the Senate. 

(d) SUPPORT FOR IDENTIFICATION OF LONG-
TERM MANAGEMENT AND FUNDING STRATE-
GIES.—The Secretaries may make grants to 
institutions of higher education or nonprofit 
organizations (or both) with an established 
background and expertise in the public pol-
icy issues associated with the control of Salt 
Cedar and Russian Olive to obtain technical 
experience, support, and recommendations 
related to the identification of the long-term 
management and funding strategies required 
to be included in the report under subsection 
(c)(1). Each grant awarded under this sub-
section may not be less than $250,000. 
SEC. 4. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM FOR CON-

TROL OF SALT CEDAR AND RUSSIAN 
OLIVE IN WESTERN STATES. 

(a) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—
(1) PROJECTS REQUIRED.—Based on the re-

sults of the assessment and report in section 
3, the Secretaries shall initiate a program of 
not fewer than three demonstration projects 
in the Western United States designed to ad-
dress the deficiencies and areas for further 
study to address the invasion of Salt Cedar 
and Russian Olive, including the test of addi-
tional control methods, identified by the re-
port. 

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretaries may 
enter into an agreement with a State in the 
Western United States to carry out a dem-
onstration project. If the Secretaries select a 
demonstration project for implementation 
on National Forest System lands, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture shall be responsible for 
implementation of the project. 

(b) ELEMENTS OF PROJECTS.—
(1) DESIGN AND SCALE.—Each demonstra-

tion project shall be designed with inte-
grated methods and adaptive management 
strategies and carried out over time frames 
and spatial scales large enough to accom-
plish the goals laid out in the report. 

(2) SCIENTIFIC REVIEW.—Before being car-
ried out, the methods and strategies pro-
posed for each demonstration project shall 
be subject to review by scientific experts, in-
cluding non-Federal experts, selected by the 
Secretaries. The Secretaries may use exist-
ing scientific review processes to the extent 
they comply with this requirement. 

(c) PROJECT COSTS AND COST SHARING.—The 
total cost of each demonstration project may 
not exceed $7,000,000, including the costs of 
planning, design, implementation, revegeta-
tion, maintenance, and monitoring. In the 
case of a demonstration project conducted on 
lands under the jurisdiction of the Secretary 
of the Interior or the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the Secretaries may accept, but not 
require, funds or in-kind contributions, in-
cluding State agency provided services. The 

Federal share of the costs of any activity on 
private lands funded under the project shall 
be no more than 75 percent of the total cost 
of the activity. 

(d) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—During the 
period in which the demonstration projects 
are carried out, the Secretaries shall submit 
to the congressional committees specified in 
section 3(c)(2) an annual report describing—

(1) the demonstration projects; 
(2) the progress made in carrying out the 

projects during the period covered by the re-
port; and 

(3) the costs of the projects under sub-
section (c). 

(e) MONITORING.—Demonstration projects 
shall include the following: 

(1) Documentation of the quantity of water 
saved due to various control methods, in-
cluding the portion of water saved that re-
turns to surface water or groundwater sup-
plies and at what rates. 

(2) Optimal revegetative states to prevent 
the regrowth and reintroduction of Salt 
Cedar and Russian Olive and to reestablish 
native species. 

(f) COOPERATION.—The Secretaries shall use 
the expertise of their various agencies, as 
well as other Federal agencies, institutions 
of higher education, State and local govern-
ments and political subdivisions thereof, in-
cluding soil and water conservation districts, 
and Indian tribes, which are actively con-
ducting assessments on or implementing 
Salt Cedar and Russian Olive control activi-
ties. 
SEC. 5. RELATION TO OTHER AUTHORITY. 

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to 
affect, or otherwise bias, the use by the Sec-
retaries of other statutory or administrative 
authorities to plan or conduct Salt Cedar or 
Russian Olive control and eradication that is 
not planned or conducted under this Act. 
SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) ASSESSMENT.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Secretaries $5,000,000 
for fiscal year 2005 to conduct the assessment 
required by section 3. 

(b) GRANTS.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretaries $1,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2005 to award as grants under sec-
tion 3(d). 

(c) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—There are 
authorized to be appropriated to the Secre-
taries $18,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2005 through 2009 to carry out the program of 
demonstration projects under section 4.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) and the gen-
tleman from American Samoa (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2707, the Salt 

Cedar and Russian Olive Control Dem-
onstration Act, provides for the Secre-
taries of the Interior and Agriculture 
to carry out a demonstration program 
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assessing potential water savings 
through control of Salt Cedar and Rus-
sian Olive on forests and public lands 
administered by the Department of the 
Interior and the U.S. Forest Service. 

Salt Cedar and Russian Olive are 
both invasive species that adversely 
impact the water supply, increases soil 
salinity, lowers the potential water 
that the soil can hold, and increases 
fire frequency. Last summer in Albu-
querque, New Mexico, several hundred 
acres along the Rio Grande River 
burned, forcing about 600 people to be 
evacuated from their homes. This fire 
burned many native cottonwood and 
willow trees. However, one of the cul-
prits being blamed for the escalation of 
the fire is the large amount of under-
brush that had collected, which was 
mostly Salt Cedar. Without this build-
up of Salt Cedar, the fire probably 
would not have burned as extensively 
or with the intensity that it did. 

Regardless of what side of the aisle 
one is on, most can agree that control-
ling Salt Cedar and Russian Olive is 
important for water salvage, riparian 
restoration, salinity control, habitat 
restoration, and wildlife management. 

Salt Cedar is widely distributed and 
is extensive along riparian areas in the 
Western United States, particularly 
along the Colorado, Rio Grande, the 
Pecos and Gila Rivers. Controlling and 
hopefully one day completely eradi-
cating Salt Cedar and Russian Olive is 
important. As we eradicate Salt Cedar, 
we increase the flow of water in the 
streams, springs, and rivers, and re-
store native plants that are less water-
consuming and improve habitat. 

Because of the widespread nature of 
Salt Cedar and Russian Olive, there 
have been many projects to clear these 
trees and then to estimate how much 
water was saved. These increased 
stream flows and water restoration es-
timates vary widely. The high ranges 
from 6 to 9 acrefeet saved per year, 
down to a low of between zero to 1.5 
acrefeet per year, per acre cleared, the 
last estimate based on a study done by 
USGS on the Pecos River in New Mex-
ico. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2707 will begin to 
address these problems by providing 
sound science and, in turn, developing 
and expanding on innovative ap-
proaches to control these harmful 
weeds. 

I urge adoption of the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time.
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong support of this legisla-
tion, H.R. 2707. Salt Cedar and Russian 
Olive trees have caused severe ecologi-
cal damage in the Southwest. These 
invasive species crowd out native spe-
cies while crossing public and private 
lands, spreading indiscriminately. This 

bill will take the first step to enhance 
our capability to control these species. 
Under this proposed legislation, land 
managers will quantify the scope of the 
Salt Cedar and Russian Olive invasion 
and then develop demonstration 
projects to eradicate the invasives. 

Invasive species control should be-
come a national priority. I believe this 
bill is only a tip of the iceberg. We 
must find a solution not only to Salt 
Cedar and Russian Olive invasions, but 
also to the spread of other invasive 
plants and animals. 

I want to commend my good friend, 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
PEARCE), for his management of this 
legislation, and commend him also for 
sponsoring this legislation. I also 
thank the majority for incorporating 
amendments to the text at our request. 
I would also like to recognize the mem-
bers of the Committee on Resources 
and members on this side of the aisle 
who also have been cosponsors of this 
bill: the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
GRIJALVA), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CARDOZA), the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. MARK UDALL), and 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
TOM UDALL) as sponsors of this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER). 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in support of H.R. 2707, the 
Salt Cedar and Russian Olive Control 
Demonstration Act. 

In Texas, New Mexico, and other 
Western States prone to drought, Salt 
Cedar trees are absorbing millions of 
gallons of water that our communities 
and farms can put to better use. Land-
owners and local State agencies have 
been working to slow the spread of Salt 
Cedars and eradicating them from the 
banks of rivers and streams, but this 
effort has been an uphill battle. Their 
vast root systems and abundant seeds 
carried by wind and water make get-
ting rid of them very challenging. Un-
less we eliminate them, Salt Cedars 
will continue soaking up valuable and 
scarce water that west Texas commu-
nities need. 

The demonstration projects and re-
search authorized by this legislation 
will help find more effective means to 
speed the eradication of Salt Cedars. 
Better strategies for fighting the 
spread of Salt Cedars will benefit com-
munities across State lines. Much 
water used in west Texas originates in 
other States, and Salt Cedars along 
those rivers are reducing the supply 
available to all of us. 

Salt Cedar eradication projects are 
showing results. A project in the Pecos 
River in Texas has saved 12 billion gal-
lons of water, nearly enough water to 
serve my hometown of Lubbock for 1 
year, and additional eradication efforts 

are under way. In order to effectively 
eliminate Salt Cedar, these projects 
must cover many miles of rivers and 
stream banks. Taking out large areas 
of Salt Cedar at a time reduces the 
spread of new plants. 

A mature Salt Cedar can use up to 
200 gallons of water per day, much 
more water than native vegetation 
that could be replanted to stabilize 
those stream banks. Salt Cedars add to 
the salinity of water, which kills other 
plants and displaces wildlife. 

While we still need rain in west 
Texas to alleviate the drought and re-
plenish water supplies, we also need to 
take proactive steps to save the water 
resources we already have. Large-scale 
eradication of Salt Cedars is one of the 
means to conserve water. Enacting this 
legislation to further demonstration 
projects and additional research will 
help other States, our State and other 
communities implement the best strat-
egies to deal with this Salt Cedar infes-
tation sucking down our water sup-
plies. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from California (Mr. FIL-
NER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 2707. I thank the gen-
tleman from New Mexico for his spon-
sorship and leadership. We have heard 
about how important it is to the areas 
of Texas and New Mexico. It is also im-
portant to my district, one of the most 
important agricultural areas in the 
United States, the Imperial Valley of 
California. 

We use water from the Colorado 
River, and we have heard how invasive 
this Salt Cedar can be. In fact, the Im-
perial County Agriculture Commis-
sioners Office and the Brawley, Cali-
fornia Research Station have been 
studying for a long time now how to 
control Salt Cedar. John Kershaw, the 
president of the Imperial Valley Con-
servation Research Center Committee, 
and Stephen Birdsall, Imperial County 
Agricultural Commissioner, have 
briefed me on the great strides that 
have been made to controlling Salt 
Cedar in our area. This bill will greatly 
help with those efforts. 

We have heard how much water these 
species use. Salt Cedar is like a giant 
straw: One tree can suck up to 200 gal-
lons of water a day.

b 1430 

It can cause an increase in fire and 
flooding, a decrease in water quantity 
and quality and an increase in soil sa-
linity. It can replace native species, de-
grade wildlife habitat, and limit the 
human use of riverbanks. 

Salt Cedar was originally introduced 
in order to stabilize stream banks, but 
it has turned into a nightmare for our 
farming communities. We have spent 
millions of dollars trying to eradicate 
this pest. Million of gallons of water 
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have been wasted. We have become in-
creasingly concerned about water con-
servation and the best use of our nat-
ural resources in this Nation. Those of 
us who rely on the Colorado River see 
that Salt Cedar squanders this pre-
cious, precious water. 

Removing it would allow native 
plants which have been squeezed out by 
the noxious tree to come back to our 
community. Removing the tree would 
also encourage wildlife populations to 
increase, including several species, 
such as the Willow Flycatcher, that are 
declining or are threatened or endan-
gered. The Flycatcher is an endangered 
bird that eats insects that thrive on 
native plants in my district, which the 
Salt Cedar has displaced. 

I commend the Departments of Inte-
rior and Agriculture for their dedica-
tion to controlling or eradicating 
invasive species such as Salt Cedar. We 
must continue this important work. 
We can protect our most precious nat-
ural resources, water, wildlife, and soil, 
by eradicating this invasive species. 

Mr. Speaker, clearly these species 
are serious problems across all the 
United States, but particularly in the 
Southwest. The challenges they 
present to our communities are enor-
mous, but we cannot let them ruin our 
natural native resources. We can and 
we must take back the land and water 
for our communities. 

I thank the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) for his leadership 
in this struggle.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may consume to 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), our most senior 
ranking member on the Committee on 
Agriculture, and certainly commend 
him for his expertise on agriculture-re-
lated issues. 

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my friend from American Samoa 
for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 2707. I am an original 
cosponsor of this legislation, and I 
worked hard to push it through the 
House Committee on Agriculture; and I 
also want to commend highly my col-
league from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) 
for his diligent work on the Committee 
on Resources to make this issue a top 
priority and to shepherd this bill to the 
floor of the House of Representatives 
today. Again, I thank my friend from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
for his work on bringing it to the floor 
today. 

My friend from New Mexico and I 
share similar constituencies, and we 
maintain the same concerns that we 
must act now to ensure the availability 
of fresh water in the future. This legis-
lation is not about simply eliminating 
Salt Cedar and Russian Olive from wa-
tersheds. It is about controlling these 
plants to increase our supplies of fresh 
water in the Western United States. 
America’s citizens should not have to 

compete with invasive pests for an al-
ready limited supply of drinking water. 

I have represented west Texas now 
for 25 years, and there is virtually 
nothing of greater daily concern out 
there than the availability of fresh 
water. Like much of the West, the 17th 
Congressional District of Texas has 
certainly experienced the consequences 
of drought. Stream banks and lakebeds 
continued to recede during the dry pe-
riods, while Salt Cedar proliferates in 
those areas. 

The devastating results can be seen 
all over west Texas as dense thickets of 
Salt Cedar have overtaken native plant 
species in the Colorado River basin. In 
fact, the Colorado River Municipal 
Water District estimated that Salt 
Cedar consumed more water in 2002 
than the district’s largest municipal 
customer, a city with more than 100,000 
people. The combined capacity of the 
district’s three reservoirs fell below 25 
percent during 2002, and it became 
readily apparent that Salt Cedar was 
robbing municipalities of this precious 
resource. 

The water district has worked closely 
with many Federal, State, and local 
entities to begin brush control projects 
within the Colorado River watershed. 
They have implemented Salt Cedar 
control projects with reasonable suc-
cess on both public and private lands. 
Further, private landowners have suc-
cessfully partnered with the National 
Resources Conservation Service to em-
ploy brush control on their properties. 
In several cases, dormant streams and 
creeks have again begun to flow where 
those control programs were imple-
mented. 

I am convinced that this bill moves 
towards real solutions to the Salt 
Cedar and Russian Olive invasion. It 
lays out the framework for private and 
public land managers to cooperate with 
the U.S. Department of the Interior, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, local 
soil and water conservation districts 
and State agencies to work together on 
the demonstration programs author-
ized in this bill. After all, it will take 
integrated control and management 
practices to significantly deter the fur-
ther spread of these non-native species. 

I have worked tirelessly during my 
time in Congress to address the scarce 
water situation in west Texas, and I 
can attest that brush control efforts 
have produced the most lasting results 
in the 17th district. Most of our Nation 
faces an urgency to develop long-term 
plans to ensure that communities will 
have an adequate supply of drinking 
water. I truly believe this legislation 
will help public and private land man-
agers across the Western United States 
take a giant step toward implementing 
more efficient and effective brush con-
trol projects that will result in better 
water conservation. 

I close by saying, unlike a barrel of 
oil, it is tough to put a price on clean, 
fresh water.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I gladly yield 5 minutes to the distin-

guished gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL), one of the cosponsors of 
this legislation. 

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, as a cosponsor of H.R. 2707, I 
am extremely pleased that this bill is 
on the floor of the House today. 

I would like to thank my colleague 
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) for in-
troducing this important legislation 
and for his leadership on this issue. I 
would also like to thank the gentleman 
from American Samoa for his hard 
work and his leadership in bringing 
this to the floor today. 

Mr. Speaker, those of us from the 
West are all too familiar with the 
water troubles that our communities 
are facing. Many of us are trying to 
find commonsense approaches to sus-
tainable water management. This leg-
islation is an important step in that di-
rection. 

H.R. 2707 authorizes funds for dem-
onstration projects on the Pecos and 
Rio Grande rivers to find the most effi-
cient way to eliminate the invasive 
Salt Cedar species. The legislation au-
thorizes up to $7 million per trial for 
the Army Corps of Engineers to begin 
examining the most effective methods 
to remove the Salt Cedar. The invasive 
Salt Cedar species is very damaging to 
water efficiency, has no natural en-
emies such as insects and diseases, and 
has a ravenous thirst. A large tree can 
soak up as much as 200 gallons of water 
per day. 

Removing the Salt Cedar alone will 
not be a panacea for our water trou-
bles, but will certainly go a long way 
towards improving our water effi-
ciency. 

Because of the importance of this 
task, support of efforts to eradicate 
non-native plants in New Mexico are 
widely supported by a diverse number 
of groups. The Alliance for the Rio 
Grande Heritage and the Northern New 
Mexico Sierra Club have supported ef-
forts by the New Mexico legislature to 
eliminate Salt Cedar and other 
phreatophytes along the State’s river-
banks. 

Farmers and conservationists agree 
that everything possible must be done 
to remove Salt Cedars and other 
invasive species. Addressing a problem 
of this magnitude will require signifi-
cant resources; and it is, therefore, im-
perative that we develop the most ef-
fective approaches. Passing this legis-
lation will allow the Federal Govern-
ment to make a significant contribu-
tion to helping communities through-
out the Nation eradicate the Salt 
Cedar. 

Mr. Speaker, the water problems fac-
ing the West are complex and politi-
cally charged. However, we all stand 
here today committed to taking an im-
portant step in the fight against water 
shortages by passing this legislation. I 
urge my colleagues to support this bill. 

I thank, once again, the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE). 
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Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 2 minutes. 
As the assembled body can hear, this 

bipartisan bill has great importance, 
and especially throughout the West. I 
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
STENHOLM), the gentleman from Amer-
ican Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA), and 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
UDALL) for their hard work on behalf of 
this bill. 

I have areas, Mr. Speaker, in my dis-
trict which typically get around 16 
inches of rainfall a year. In the last 
several years, we have gotten less than 
6 inches in many of those areas; in 
some areas, as little as 2 inches in the 
last 12 months. 

Mr. Speaker, our entire agricultural 
production system is at risk. We need 
to support our farming and ranching. 
We need to understand that one of the 
most critical things we can provide for 
ourselves and our Nation is a secure 
supply of food. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill should begin to 
deliver more water to the agriculture 
community of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself 1 minute. 

Mr. Speaker, my district has 200 
inches of rainwater a year, and I would 
be more than glad to share some of my 
water with my colleagues. Unfortu-
nately, they would have to go many 
miles to get these 200 inches of water 
that we would be more than glad to 
share with our friends here in the con-
tinental United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the spirit of bi-
partisanship has been demonstrated 
this afternoon as we debate and discuss 
this issue; and, again, I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I accept 
the gentleman’s offer of the rain that 
he has and shares so willingly, and we 
will address that in the next bill.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, as Utah 
copes with its most severe drought in recent 
times, protecting our native species from 
invasive plants is vital to both agriculture and 
the environment. It is important to those of us 
in the West to take those steps necessary to 
stop non-native species from consuming our 
precious water resources. 

Throughout the development of the West, 
we have maintained a healthy and vibrant bal-
ance between our economic and residential 
needs and the needs of our native plants and 
animals. The tamarisk threatens that balance. 

For this reason, I support H.R. 2707—The 
Salt Cedar and Russian Olive Control Dem-
onstration Act. This bill has particular meaning 
to me and to my constituents, because of the 
efforts it promotes to eradicate tamarisk. 

Overall, experts estimate the economic im-
pact of invasive species in the U.S. to be over 
$100 billion annually. Scientists have cal-
culated that tamarisk plants soak up an esti-
mated 2–4 million acre-feet of water per year 
in the West. A single plant can absorb up to 
300 gallons of water a day through a taproot 
that can reach down 50 feet into the water 

table. Tamarisk, originally introduced by set-
tlers trying to control stream bank erosion, is 
inedible to most animals and is notoriously dif-
ficult to kill. Even when it’s burned, it gen-
erates new shoots. 

This plant’s effects are particularly dev-
astating in our state and in our neighboring 
states, and so I have worked on the Science 
Committee to create new opportunities to 
combat tamarisk. This bill is an important step 
towards eradicating the threat that tamarisk 
poses in Utah and other Western states, and 
I will continue to support it and other legisla-
tion which furthers our battle to remove this 
threat.

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to support H.R. 2707, the Salt 
Cedar and Russian Olive Control Demonstra-
tion Act, introduced by my colleague from New 
Mexico STEVE PEARCE.

The Russian Olive and Salt Cedar are 
invasive species that are soaking up our 
water. Water is the lifeblood of the American 
West and foundation of our economy. The Salt 
Cedar can consume up to 200 gallons of 
water per day during growing season. This is 
more than the average Albuquerque house-
hold consumes in a day. 

Additionally, these invasive species are 
highly flammable and put our communities at 
risk. In 2003 two major fires, fueled by these 
invasive species, broke out in the heart of Al-
buquerque. These fires left 16,000 people 
temporarily without electrical power, threat-
ened 600 homes and led to the evacuation of 
about 1,000 people. 

This legislation begins an important Federal 
initiative to reduce the negative effect of these 
invasive species.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
additional speakers, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LEACH). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 2707, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

SOUTHWEST FOREST HEALTH AND 
WILDFIRE PREVENTION ACT OF 
2004 
Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2696) to establish Institutes to 
demonstrate and promote the use of 
adaptive ecosystem management to re-
duce the risk of wildfires, and restore 
the health of fire-adapted forest and 
woodland ecosystems of the interior 
West, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2696

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Southwest 

Forest Health and Wildfire Prevention Act of 
2004’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that—
(1) there is an increasing threat of wildfire 

to millions of acres of forest land and range-
land throughout the United States; 

(2) forest land and rangeland are degraded 
as a direct consequence of land management 
practices, including practices to control and 
prevent wildfires and the failure to harvest 
subdominant trees from overstocked stands 
that disrupt the occurrence of frequent low-
intensity fires that have periodically re-
moved flammable undergrowth; 

(3) at least 39,000,000 acres of land of the 
National Forest System in the interior West 
are at high risk of wildfire; 

(4) an average of 95 percent of the expendi-
tures by the Forest Service for wildfire sup-
pression during fiscal years 1990 through 1994 
were made to suppress wildfires in the inte-
rior West; 

(5) the number, size, and severity of 
wildfires in the interior West are increasing; 

(6) of the timberland in National Forests in 
the States of Arizona and New Mexico, 59 
percent of such land in Arizona, and 56 per-
cent of such land in New Mexico, has an av-
erage diameter of 9 to 12 inches diameter at 
breast height; 

(7) the population of the interior West grew 
twice as fast as the national average during 
the 1990s; 

(8) catastrophic wildfires—
(A) endanger homes and communities; 
(B) damage and destroy watersheds and 

soils; and 
(C) pose a serious threat to the habitat of 

threatened and endangered species; 
(9) a 1994 assessment of forest health in the 

interior West estimated that only a 15- to 30-
year window of opportunity exists for effec-
tive management intervention before dam-
age from uncontrollable wildfire becomes 
widespread, with 8 years having already 
elapsed since the assessment; 

(10) healthy forest and woodland eco-
systems—

(A) reduce the risk of wildfire to forests 
and communities; 

(B) improve wildlife habitat and biodiver-
sity; 

(C) increase tree, grass, forb, and shrub 
productivity; 

(D) enhance watershed values; 
(E) improve the environment; and 
(F) provide a basis in some areas for eco-

nomically and environmentally sustainable 
uses; 

(11) sustaining the long-term ecological 
and economic health of interior West forests 
and woodland, and their associated human 
communities requires preventing severe 
wildfires before the wildfires occur and per-
mitting natural, low-intensity ground fires; 

(12) more natural fire regimes cannot be 
accomplished without the reduction of ex-
cess fuels and thinning of subdominant trees 
(which fuels and trees may be of commercial 
value); 

(13) ecologically based forest and woodland 
ecosystem restoration on a landscape scale 
will—

(A) improve long-term community protec-
tion; 

(B) minimize the need for wildfire suppres-
sion; 

(C) improve resource values; 
(D) improve the ecological integrity and 

resilience of these systems; 
(E) reduce rehabilitation costs; 
(F) reduce loss of critical habitat; and 
(G) protect forests for future generations; 
(14) although landscape scale restoration is 

needed to effectively reverse degradation, 
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scientific understanding of landscape scale 
treatments is limited; 

(15) rigorous, objective, understandable, 
and applied scientific information is needed 
for—

(A) the design, implementation, moni-
toring, and adaptation of landscape scale res-
toration treatments and improvement of 
wildfire management; 

(B) the environmental review process; and 
(C) affected entities that collaborate in the 

development and implementation of wildfire 
treatment. 
SEC. 3. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are—
(1) to enhance the capacity to develop, 

transfer, apply, monitor, and regularly up-
date practical science-based forest restora-
tion treatments that will reduce the risk of 
severe wildfires, and improve the health of 
dry forest and woodland ecosystems in the 
interior West; 

(2) to synthesize and adapt scientific find-
ings from conventional research programs to 
the implementation of forest and woodland 
restoration on a landscape scale; 

(3) to facilitate the transfer of inter-
disciplinary knowledge required to under-
stand the socioeconomic and environmental 
impacts of wildfire on ecosystems and land-
scapes; 

(4) to require the Institutes established 
under this Act to collaborate with Federal 
agencies—

(A) to use ecological restoration treat-
ments to reverse declining forest health and 
reduce the risk of severe wildfires across the 
forest landscape; and 

(B) to design, implement, monitor, and reg-
ularly revise representative wildfire treat-
ments based on the use of adaptive eco-
system management; 

(5) to assist land managers in—
(A) treating acres with restoration-based 

applications; and 
(B) using new management technologies 

(including the transfer of understandable in-
formation, assistance with environmental 
review, and field and classroom training and 
collaboration) to accomplish the goals iden-
tified in—

(i) the National Fire Plan; 
(ii) the report entitled ‘‘Protecting People 

and Sustaining Resources in Fire-Adapted 
Ecosystems-A Cohesive Strategy’’ (65 Fed. 
Reg. 67480); and 

(iii) the report entitled ‘‘10-Year Com-
prehensive Strategy: A Collaborative Ap-
proach for Reducing Wildland Fire Risks to 
Communities and the Environment’’ of the 
Western Governors’ Association; 

(6) to provide technical assistance to col-
laborative efforts by affected entities to de-
velop, implement, and monitor adaptive eco-
system management restoration treatments 
that are ecologically sound, economically 
viable, and socially responsible; and 

(7) to assist Federal and non-Federal land 
managers in providing information to the 
public on the role of fire and fire manage-
ment in dry forest and woodland ecosystems 
in the interior West. 
SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) ADAPTIVE ECOSYSTEM MANAGEMENT.—
(A) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘adaptive eco-

system management’’ means a natural re-
source management process under which 
planning, implementation, monitoring, re-
search, evaluation, and incorporation of new 
knowledge are combined into a management 
approach that—

(i) is based on scientific findings and the 
needs of society; 

(ii) treats management actions as experi-
ments; 

(iii) acknowledges the complexity of these 
systems and scientific uncertainty; and 

(iv) uses the resulting new knowledge to 
modify future management methods and pol-
icy. 

(B) CLARIFICATION.—This paragraph shall 
not define the term ‘‘adaptive ecosystem 
management’’ for the purposes of the Forest 
and Rangeland Renewable Resources Plan-
ning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600 et seq.). 

(2) AFFECTED ENTITIES.—The term ‘‘af-
fected entities’’ includes—

(A) land managers; 
(B) stakeholders; 
(C) concerned citizens; and 
(D) the States of the interior West, includ-

ing political subdivisions of the States. 
(3) DRY FOREST AND WOODLAND ECO-

SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘dry forest and woodland 
ecosystem’’ means an ecosystem that is 
dominated by ponderosa pines and associated 
dry forest and woodland types. 

(4) INSTITUTE.—The term ‘‘Institute’’ 
means an Institute established under section 
5(a). 

(5) INTERIOR WEST.—The term ‘‘interior 
West’’ means the States of Arizona, Colo-
rado, Idaho, Nevada, New Mexico, and Utah. 

(6) LAND MANAGER.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘land man-

ager’’ means a person or entity that prac-
tices or guides natural resource manage-
ment. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘land manager’’ 
includes a Federal, State, local, or tribal 
land management agency. 

(7) RESTORATION.—The term ‘‘restoration’’ 
means a process undertaken to move an eco-
system or habitat toward—

(A) a sustainable structure of the eco-
system or habitat; or 

(B) a condition that supports a natural 
complement of species, natural function, or 
ecological process (such as a low-intensity 
fire). 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(9) SECRETARIES.—The term ‘‘Secretaries’’ 
means—

(A) the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service; and 

(B) the Secretary of the Interior. 
(10) STAKEHOLDER.—The term ‘‘stake-

holder’’ means any person interested in or 
affected by management of forest or wood-
land ecosystems. 

(11) SUBDOMINANT TREES.—Are trees that 
occur underneath the canopy or extend into 
the canopy but are smaller and less vigorous 
than dominant trees. 

(12) OVERSTOCKED STANDS.—Where the 
number of trees per acre exceeds the natural 
carrying capacity of the site. 

(13) RESILIENCE.—The ability of a system 
to absorb disturbance without being pushed 
into a different, possibly less desirable stable 
state. 
SEC. 5. ESTABLISHMENT OF INSTITUTES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall—

(1) not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, establish Institutes 
to promote the use of adaptive ecosystem 
management to reduce the risk of wildfires, 
and restore the health of forest and wood-
land ecosystems, in the interior West; and 

(2) provide assistance to the Institutes to 
promote the use of collaborative processes 
and adaptive ecosystem management in ac-
cordance with paragraph (1). 

(b) LOCATION.—
(1) EXISTING INSTITUTES.—The Secretary 

may designate an institute in existence on 
the date of enactment of this Act to serve as 
an Institute established under this Act. 

(2) STATES.—Of the Institutes established 
under this Act, the Secretary shall establish 
1 Institute in each of—

(A) the State of Arizona, to be located at 
Northern Arizona University; 

(B) the State of New Mexico, to be located 
at New Mexico Highlands University, while 
engaging the full resources of the consor-
tium of universities represented in the Insti-
tute of Natural Resource Analysis and Man-
agement (INRAM); and 

(C) the State of Colorado. 
(c) DUTIES.—Each Institute shall—
(1) develop, conduct research on, transfer, 

promote, and monitor restoration-based haz-
ardous fuel reduction treatments to reduce 
the risk of severe wildfires and improve the 
health of dry forest and woodland eco-
systems in the interior West; 

(2) synthesize and adapt scientific findings 
from conventional research to implement 
restoration-based hazardous fuel reduction 
treatments on a landscape scale using an 
adaptive ecosystem management framework; 

(3) translate for and transfer to affected 
entities any scientific and interdisciplinary 
knowledge about restoration-based haz-
ardous fuel reduction treatments; 

(4) assist affected entities with the design 
of adaptive management approaches (includ-
ing monitoring) for the implementation of 
restoration-based hazardous fuel reduction 
treatments; and 

(5) provide peer-reviewed annual reports. 
(d) QUALIFICATIONS.—Each Institute shall—
(1) develop and demonstrate capabilities in 

the natural, physical, social, and policy 
sciences; and 

(2) explicitly integrate those disciplines in 
the performance of the duties listed in sub-
section (c). 

(e) COOPERATION.—Each Institute may co-
operate with—

(1) researchers and cooperative extension 
programs at colleges, community colleges, 
and universities in the States of Arizona, 
New Mexico, and Colorado that have a dem-
onstrated capability to conduct research de-
scribed in subsection (c); and 

(2) other organizations and entities in the 
interior West (such as the Western Gov-
ernors’ Association). 

(f) ANNUAL WORK PLANS.—As a condition of 
the receipt of funds made available under 
this Act, for each fiscal year, each Institute 
shall develop in consultation with the Sec-
retary, for review by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Interior, 
an annual work plan that includes assur-
ances, satisfactory to the Secretaries, that 
the proposed work of the Institute will serve 
the informational needs of affected entities. 

(g) ESTABLISHMENT OF ADDITIONAL INSTI-
TUTES.—If after 2 years after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary finds 
that the Institute model established at the 
locations named in subsection (b)(2) would be 
constructive for other interior West States, 
the Secretary may establish 1 institute in 
each of those States. 
SEC. 6. COOPERATION BETWEEN INSTITUTES 

AND FEDERAL AGENCIES. 
In carrying out this Act, the Secretary, in 

consultation with the Secretary of the Inte-
rior—

(1) to the extent that funds are appro-
priated for the purpose, shall provide finan-
cial and technical assistance to the Insti-
tutes to carry out the duties of the Insti-
tutes under section 5; 

(2) shall encourage Federal agencies to use, 
on a cooperative basis, information and ex-
pertise provided by the Institutes; 

(3) shall encourage cooperation and coordi-
nation between Federal programs relating 
to—

(A) ecological restoration; 
(B) wildfire risk reduction; and 
(C) wildfire management technologies; 
(4) notwithstanding chapter 63 of title 31, 

United States Code, may—
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(A) enter into contracts, cooperative agree-

ments, and interagency personal agreements 
to carry out this Act; and 

(B) carry out other transactions under this 
Act; 

(5) may accept funds from other Federal 
agencies to supplement or fully fund grants 
made, and contracts entered into, by the 
Secretaries; 

(6) may support a program of internships 
for qualified individuals at the under-
graduate and graduate levels to carry out 
the educational and training objectives of 
this Act; 

(7) shall encourage professional education 
and public information activities relating to 
the purposes of this Act; and 

(8) may promulgate such regulations as the 
Secretaries determine are necessary to carry 
out this Act. 
SEC. 7. MONITORING AND EVALUATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 5 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
every 5 years thereafter, the Secretary, in 
consultation with the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, shall complete and submit to the Com-
mittee on Resources and the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources of the Senate a detailed eval-
uation of the programs and activities of each 
Institute—

(1) to ensure, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, that the research, communication 
tools, and information transfer activities of 
each Institute are sufficient to achieve the 
purposes of this Act, including—

(A) implementing active adaptive eco-
system management practices at the land-
scape level; 

(B) reducing unnecessary planning costs; 
(C) avoiding duplicative and conflicting ef-

forts; 
(D) increasing public acceptance of active 

adaptive ecosystem management practices; 
and 

(E) achieving general satisfaction on the 
part of affected entities; 

(2) to determine the extent to which each 
Institute has implemented its duties under 
section 5(c); and 

(3) to determine whether continued provi-
sion of Federal assistance to each Institute 
is warranted. 

(b) TERMINATION OF ASSISTANCE.—If, as a 
result of an evaluation under subsection (a), 
the Secretary, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Interior, determines that an In-
stitute does not qualify for further Federal 
assistance under this Act, the Institute shall 
receive no further Federal assistance under 
this Act until such time as the qualifications 
of the Institute are reestablished to the sat-
isfaction of the Secretaries. 
SEC. 8. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this Act $15,000,000 
for each fiscal year. 

(b) LIMITATION.—No funds made available 
under subsection (a) shall be used to pay the 
costs of constructing any facilities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. RENZI) and the gentleman 
from American Samoa (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. RENZI). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2696, 
the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 2696 establishes institutes to 

demonstrate and promote the use of 
adaptive ecosystem management to re-
duce the risk of wildfires and restore 
the health of fire-adaptive forest and 
woodland ecosystems of the interior 
West. 

This legislation directs the Secretary 
of Agriculture, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Interior, to establish 
the Ecological Restoration Institute at 
Northern Arizona University, under the 
leadership of Dr. Wally Covington, and 
similar institutes in New Mexico and 
Colorado, with the purpose of sup-
porting groups to assist in the design 
and implementation of large-scale for-
est restoration treatments. 

Research has shown that large forest 
fires will continue unless large scale 
action is taken. The treatment of our 
forests must begin with solid, sound 
science to restore the balance of our 
unhealthy forests. H.R. 2696 will facili-
tate this important research. 

I urge adoption of the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to extend my commenda-
tion to the gentleman from Arizona for 
his sponsorship of this proposed bill; 
and, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2696 directs the 
Secretary of Agriculture to establish 
three university-based institutes to 
conduct and promote research to assist 
Federal land managers in the com-
plicated process of reducing risks of 
wildfires and improving forest health 
in the interior West. 

The bill specifically designates two 
universities to house institutes, North-
ern Arizona University in Arizona and 
Highlands University in New Mexico. 
The Secretary shall also designate a 
third institute to be located in the 
State of Colorado. The bill authorizes 
$15 million annually for these insti-
tutes, subject to appropriations.

b 1445 
Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the bill’s 

sponsor, again the gentleman from Ari-
zona. I also want to recognize the con-
tributions of the Members on this side 
of the aisle, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. UDALL) and the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL). I thank 
them for their help, their sponsorship 
and their support of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL). 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in strong support 
of H.R. 2696, the Southwest Forest 
Health and Wildfire Prevention Act of 
2003. This is extremely important legis-
lation, and I applaud the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. RENZI) for his work 
on this issue. I also thank the gen-
tleman from American Samoa for his 
leadership on this important issue. 

Mr. Speaker, in my home State of 
New Mexico, we are experiencing a 
very serious and prolonged drought. 
Not only does this further exacerbate 
our water shortage as well as the dif-
ficulties faced by agriculture and live-
stock communities, but it also makes 
for very dangerous fire conditions as 
we approach spring and summer. 

Unfortunately, the issue of fire pre-
vention and suppression is extremely 
controversial. That is why I believe it 
is important that our country establish 
a science-based common-sense fire pol-
icy. This bipartisan legislation before 
us today lays the groundwork for a 
science-based strategy to combat wild-
fire in the West. 

H.R. 2696 directs the Forest Service, 
in consultation with the Department of 
the Interior, to establish institutes to 
promote the use of adaptive ecosystem 
management to reduce the risk of 
wildfires and restore the health of fire-
adapted woodland in the West. The 
Agency would be required to provide 
the institutes with financial and tech-
nical assistance. Creating these insti-
tutions will create a solid foundation 
for scientific knowledge and the ability 
to rapidly convert new insights into 
technology and tools. 

These institutes will also create com-
mon ground for environmental, rec-
reational, commercial, and govern-
mental interests to work together and 
end the gridlock that has often para-
lyzed forest management initiatives. 

Mr. Speaker, I am also extremely 
pleased the Forest Management Insti-
tute in New Mexico will be centered at 
New Mexico Highlands University, lo-
cated in my congressional district. 
While being centered at Highlands, 
however, the institute will engage the 
full resources of the consortium of uni-
versities represented in the Institute of 
Natural Resource Analysis and Man-
agement, INRAM. This includes the 
other New Mexico education institu-
tions of higher learning, such as New 
Mexico State University, University of 
New Mexico, New Mexico Tech, New 
Mexico Highlands, Eastern New Mexico 
University, and Western New Mexico 
University. 

I would also like to thank the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. RENZI) as 
well as the gentleman from New Mex-
ico (Mr. PEARCE) and the gentlewoman 
from New Mexico (Mrs. WILSON) for 
their work on this provision in the bill. 
It truly was a bipartisan effort. 

Mr. Speaker, by passing this legisla-
tion and creating these institutions we 
will provide much-needed assistance to 
land managers in their ongoing efforts 
to decrease the severity of fires in our 
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forests and restore woodland eco-
systems. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port passage of this important legisla-
tion.

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume to again urge my colleagues to 
support this proposed bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume to 
thank the gentleman from American 
Samoa for his leadership, and to add 
that the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) truly played a major role 
in the input and construction of this 
language, and I am grateful to him for 
his leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I have no additional re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LEACH). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. RENZI) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2696, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill, 
as amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DOUGLAS COUNTY, OREGON LAND 
CONVEYANCE 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the Senate 
bill (S. 714) to provide for the convey-
ance of a small parcel of Bureau of 
Land Management land in Douglas 
County, Oregon, to the county to im-
prove management of and recreational 
access to the Oregon Dunes National 
Recreation Area, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 714

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. CONVEYANCE OF BUREAU OF LAND 

MANAGEMENT LAND IN DOUGLAS 
COUNTY, OREGON. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) CONVEYANCE.—The Secretary of the In-

terior shall convey, without consideration 
and subject to valid existing rights, to Doug-
las County, Oregon (referred to in this sec-
tion as the ‘‘County’’), all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the 
parcel described in paragraph (2) for use by 
the County for recreational purposes. 

(2) PARCEL.—The parcel referred to in para-
graph (1) is the parcel of land consisting of 
approximately 68.8 acres under the adminis-
trative jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land 
Management, as generally depicted on the 
map entitled ‘‘S. 714, Douglas County, Or-
egon Land Conveyance’’, dated May 21, 2003. 

(b) PURPOSES OF CONVEYANCE.—The pur-
poses of the conveyance under subsection (a) 
are to improve management of and rec-
reational access to the Oregon Dunes Na-
tional Recreation Area by—

(1) improving public safety and reducing 
traffic congestion along Salmon Harbor 
Drive (County Road No. 251) in the County; 

(2) providing a staging area for off-highway 
vehicles; and 

(3) facilitating policing of unlawful camp-
ing and parking along Salmon Harbor Drive 
and adjacent areas. 

(c) SURVEY.—The exact acreage and legal 
description of the parcel to be conveyed 
under subsection (a) shall be determined by a 
survey—

(1) that is satisfactory to the Secretary; 
and 

(2) the cost of which shall be paid by the 
County. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary may require such additional 
terms and conditions in connection with the 
conveyance under subsection (a) as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to protect the 
interests of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. RENZI) and the gentleman 
from American Samoa (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. RENZI). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 714, 
the bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, S. 714, introduced by 

Senator RON WYDEN of Oregon, and 
amended by the Senate, would provide 
for the conveyance of 69 acres of BLM 
land in Douglas County, Oregon, to im-
prove management of and recreational 
access to the Oregon Dunes National 
Recreational Area. 

Mr. Speaker, the intended effect of 
transferring this tract of BLM land 
would be to move recreational traffic 
off of Salmon Harbor Drive and out of 
the nearby communities. Currently, 
OHV users illegally park on Salmon 
River Drive, creating a public nuisance 
and safety hazard. The legislation 
would allow for a staging area for off-
highway vehicles and provide improved 
access to the Oregon Dunes for other 
visitors, such as hikers and back-
packers. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 714, as amended, is 
supported by the administration, has 
broad bipartisan support from the Or-
egon delegation, and I urge adoption of 
the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to extend my strongest support 
for this proposed bill, Senate bill 714, 

as it was originally introduced by the 
good Senator from the State of Oregon, 
Mr. WYDEN. 

Mr. Speaker, the transferring of a 
small parcel of land to Douglas County 
will resolve a difficult safety issue that 
has arisen regarding the Oregon Dunes 
National Recreational Area. The land 
in question has been identified by the 
BLM for disposal. The Committee on 
Resources approved similar legislation 
during the previous Congress, and now 
Senate bill 714 passed the Senate by 
unanimous consent. 

I also want to commend the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 
his sponsorship of this bill, which is a 
companion bill that was introduced as 
well, and I certainly commend him for 
his tireless efforts on behalf of this leg-
islation and his commitment to resolv-
ing this problem not only for his con-
stituents, but others who want to visit 
his beautiful area. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
Senate bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
DEFAZIO). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time, and I thank my colleagues for 
considering this legislation today and 
certainly hope that it is successfully 
passed by the House later this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an issue upon 
which I and other members of the Or-
egon delegation have been working for 
a number of years. The issue of Win-
chester Bay, Salmon Harbor, and the 
Dunes access, which is an extremely 
popular OHV area, has been a growing 
problem because of the growing popu-
larity. This is sort of a bright light on 
the coast of Oregon where the economy 
has been lagging and so many other in-
dustries are in a depressed state. The 
tourism and the support this provides 
for local community and small busi-
nesses is very welcome. 

What has been happening is that, be-
cause of a county campground nearer 
to the harbor and other camping, a 
number of people have been driving 
their OHVs actually on the road to ac-
cess the nearest point into the Oregon 
Dunes National Recreation Area. That 
causes obviously congestion, conflicts 
with other vehicles on the road, and in 
some cases has been very problematic 
in the community and been a law en-
forcement problem on some of the big 
holiday weekends. This could be easily 
rectified, and hopefully will be today, 
by transferring this parcel of land. 

I visited the parcel in question. It is 
extraordinarily underutilized at the 
moment. It is virtually unpoliced be-
cause of the cutbacks in BLM law en-
forcement and Forest Service law en-
forcement because of the Federal budg-
et. There have been problems there 
with illegal camping, with the use of 
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fires in areas that are not contained, 
and with the dumping of trash. If we 
are successful in implementing this 
legislation today, we will see control 
pass to the county who will properly 
police it, who will develop it into a reg-
ular campsite, and who will provide ex-
cellent access for OHV users without 
having to drive on the public roads. 
They will be directly adjacent to the 
Dunes National Recreation Area. 

This legislation, as passed by the 
Senate, is identical to legislation in-
troduced into the House, H.R. 514, by 
myself and the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. WALDEN). So since this is iden-
tical, and I believe it enjoys extraor-
dinary widespread and bipartisan sup-
port, as the gentleman from Arizona 
already pointed out. I would rec-
ommend this legislation to my col-
leagues and urge that everyone vote in 
its favor so that we can enhance these 
recreational opportunities and protect 
the public health and safety and do 
just a little bit to help the economy of 
the south coast of Oregon. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for his generous grant of time. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume to again commend the gentleman 
from Arizona for his management of 
this proposed bill, and also thank my 
good friend, the gentleman from Or-
egon, for his insights and under-
standing of the bill and what it will do 
to benefit the people of Oregon.

Mr. Speaker, I have no additional re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
additional requests for time, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
RENZI) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 714, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM STATE AS-
SISTANT TO THE HONORABLE 
C.L. ‘‘BUTCH’’ OTTER, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Vicki Fulton, State As-
sistant to the Honorable C.L. ‘‘BUTCH’’ 
OTTER, Member of Congress:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 22, 2004. 

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, that I have 
been served with a subpoena for testimony 
issued by the District Court of the First Ju-
dicial District of the State of Idaho. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
VICKI FULTON, 

State Assistant, 
Congressman C.L. ‘‘Butch’’ Otter.

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM FIELD 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE HON-
ORABLE C.L. ‘‘BUTCH’’ OTTER, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Mark Compton, Field 
Representative of the Honorable C.L. 
‘‘BUTCH’’ OTTER, Member of Congress:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 22, 2004. 

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, that I have 
been served with a subpoena for testimony 
issued by the District Court of the First Ju-
dicial District of the State of Idaho. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
MARK COMPTON, 
Field Representative, 

Congressman C.L. ‘‘Butch’’ Otter.

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM CHIEF OF 
STAFF OF THE HONORABLE 
SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Mark Johnson, Chief of 
Staff of the Honorable SHELLEY MOORE 
CAPITO, Member of Congress:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 17, 2004. 

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, that I have 
been served with a grand jury subpoena, 
issued by the U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of West Virginia, for the 
production of documents. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
MARK JOHNSON, 

Chief of Staff.

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 

declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 3 p.m.), the House 
stood in recess until approximately 6:30 
p.m.

f 

b 1833 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. BASS) at 6 o’clock and 33 
minutes p.m. 

f 

MAKING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME 
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 2751, 
GAO HUMAN CAPITAL REFORM 
ACT OF 2003 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it shall be in 
order at any time without intervention 
of any point of order to consider in the 
House H.R. 2751; the bill shall be con-
sidered as read for amendment; the 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Government Reform now 
printed in the bill shall be considered 
as adopted; all points of order against 
the bill, as amended, are waived; and 
the previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the bill, as amended, 
to final passage without intervening 
motion except: (1) one hour of debate 
on the bill, as amended, equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Government Reform; and (2) 
one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal and motions to suspend 
the rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Approval of the Journal, de novo; 
H.R. 2707, by the yeas and nays; and 
S. 714, by the yeas and nays. 
The first and third electronic votes 

will be conducted as 15-minute votes. 
The second vote in this series will be a 
5-minute vote, without objection. 

There was no objection. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the pending 
business is the question of the Speak-
er’s approval of the Journal of the last 
day’s proceedings. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 
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Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I object 

to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 381, nays 32, 
not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 25] 

YEAS—381

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 

Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 

Hoyer 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 

Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Obey 
Osborne 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 

Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 

Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—32

Aderholt 
Baldwin 
Brady (PA) 
Capuano 
Costello 
Crane 
DeFazio 
English 
Filner 
Fossella 
Gutknecht 

Hefley 
Jones (OH) 
Kennedy (MN) 
Larsen (WA) 
LoBiondo 
McDermott 
Oberstar 
Olver 
Peterson (MN) 
Ramstad 
Rush 

Strickland 
Stupak 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Udall (NM) 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Weller 
Wu 

NOT VOTING—19

Brady (TX) 
Collins 
Doggett 
Engel 
Forbes 
Gephardt 
Gonzalez 

Honda 
Hulshof 
Kilpatrick 
Kucinich 
Lantos 
Lowey 
Murtha 

Ortiz 
Ose 
Stark 
Wexler 
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BASS) (during the vote). Members are 
advised that 2 minutes remain in this 
vote. 

b 1902 

So the Journal was approved. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded.

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, February 24, 2004. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to 
transmit herewith a copy of the original Cer-
tificate of Election received from the Honor-
able Trey Grayson, Secretary of State, Com-
monwealth of Kentucky, indicating that, on 
examination of the Official Abstracts of 
Votes on file in that office for the special 
election held February 17, 2004, the Honor-
able A.B. ‘‘Ben’’ Chandler was duly elected 
Representative in Congress for the Sixth 
Congressional District, Commonwealth of 
Kentucky. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, 

JEFF TRANDAHL, 
Clerk.

f 

SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE 
BEN CHANDLER, OF KENTUCKY, 
AS A MEMBER OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER. Will the Representa-
tive-elect and the members of the Ken-
tucky delegation present themselves in 
the well. 

Mr. CHANDLER appeared at the bar 
of the House and took the oath of of-
fice, as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will 
support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic; that you will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; that you take this obligation 
freely, without any mental reservation 
or purpose of evasion, and that you will 
well and faithfully discharge the duties 
of the office on which you are about to 
enter. So help you God. 

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You 
are now a Member of the 108th Con-
gress. 

f 

WELCOMING THE HONORABLE BEN 
CHANDLER TO THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES 

(Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, in the same bipartisan spirit 
of cooperation that has characterized 
Kentucky delegations to this great 
body, it is my privilege tonight, as 
dean of our delegation, to present to 
you our newest Member and America’s 
newest Congressman, BEN CHANDLER. 

BEN won the special election a week 
ago tonight to fill the unexpired term 
of our colleague and now Governor, 
Ernie Fletcher. 

The Chandler name in Kentucky is 
legendary. BEN’s grandfather, the late 
Albert ‘‘Happy’’ Chandler, was a twice-
elected Governor; U.S. Senator; and 
baseball commissioner, who, by the 
way, presided over the integration of 
Major League Baseball. 

But young BEN has earned his own 
stripes. He has just completed two 
terms as Kentucky attorney general, 
and before that the elected State audi-
tor, and was nominated by his party for 
Governor last year. 
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BEN CHANDLER follows in the seat 

held by a long list of national leaders, 
including our own Governor Ernie 
Fletcher. One of the greatest Speakers 
of this body held this seat, Henry Clay, 
twice Speaker, three-time candidate 
for President, Secretary of State, U.S. 
Senator, the Great Compromiser of 
pre-Civil War years; Kentucky’s great-
est national legislator, that is until re-
cently, of course. In fact, Henry Clay 
made history very early in his congres-
sional career. He was elected Speaker 
immediately upon being sworn in as a 
freshman from this very Kentucky dis-
trict. 

Mr. Speaker, I like BEN CHANDLER, 
but maybe you and I had better keep 
an eye on him.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. LUCAS), our col-
league from Kentucky’s Fourth Dis-
trict. 

Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. ROGERS). It is indeed a 
pleasure for me to welcome my col-
league BEN CHANDLER here this 
evening. 

BEN, it has been kind of lonely up 
here from Kentucky for us Democrats, 
and now we have doubled the amount 
of Democrats from Kentucky, and that 
is really great. 

In Kentucky we are known for thor-
oughbred racing, and of course BEN 
comes from the heart of the thorough-
bred country. And the success of 
thoroughbreds are based on bloodlines. 
If one has great bloodlines, they are 
successful in racing. And BEN comes 
here with great bloodlines. 

And I am sure you are really going to 
be successful, and I am happy to share 
this moment with you and all your 
friends and your family, Jennifer and 
your three kids. It is great for you to 
be here, BEN. Thank you. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I am deeply honored to wel-
come Kentucky’s new Member of Con-
gress from the Sixth District, Ben 
Chandler, and I am proud to present 
him at this time to the body. 

f 

MAIDEN SPEECH OF THE HONOR-
ABLE BEN CHANDLER AS NEW-
EST MEMBER OF 108TH CON-
GRESS 

(Mr. CHANDLER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of this body, I thank you very, 
very much for this wonderful recep-
tion. It is obviously an unusual event 
because I won a special election. I 
think that lends itself to a more sin-
gular reception. But I do appreciate the 
attention very much. 

This has been a whirlwind for me, 
and I can assure you that it is a tre-
mendous honor to have the oppor-
tunity to serve with everyone here. 

I am pleased to be a member of the 
Democratic Caucus. I am pleased to be 
a member of the Kentucky delegation. 

I am honored to represent my State 
that I think everyone here from Ken-
tucky knows I am very proud of. I am 
also very pleased to have my wife Jen-
nifer with me in the crowd and our 
three children, Lucie, Albert, and 
Branham, all of whom got to come 
down here since they are all under the 
age of 12. It is nice to have them here, 
too. 

Nearly 65 years ago, my grandfather, 
whom Mr. ROGERS mentioned, entered 
this grand building much as I have 
today, thrust into office in the middle 
of a term. In October of 1939, when he 
came to this august place, our country 
stood at the brink of world war. Nazi-
ism, fascism, and tyranny threatened 
to destroy American security and the 
values that we all hold dear. 

Today many of our families face not 
those same kinds of challenges, but 
challenges in many ways just as dif-
ficult and just as important, a new set 
of challenges, and I am very honored to 
have the opportunity to work with 
every one of you to face those chal-
lenges and hopefully to surmount 
them. I am very much looking forward 
to that. 

I consider it a great privilege to rep-
resent not only the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky but the Sixth Congressional 
District in our Commonwealth, which 
includes the central part of our State, 
central Kentucky, which is the horse-
racing capital of the world, the blue-
grass region of the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky. And as was mentioned, it 
was represented by one of the most il-
lustrious Members of this august body, 
Henry Clay, among many others, and it 
is truly an honor to have the oppor-
tunity to follow in his footsteps. 

I want you to know that I am excited 
about this. I am really looking forward 
to being a contributing Member who 
brings good things to all of the people 
of this wonderful Nation of which we 
are a part. Thank you for the honor. 
Thank you for the privilege. Thank 
you for having me here today, and I am 
very much excited about getting to 
work.

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces 
to the House that, in light of the ad-
ministration of the oath to Representa-
tive CHANDLER, the whole number of 
the House is adjusted to 434. 

f 

SALT CEDAR AND RUSSIAN OLIVE 
CONTROL DEMONSTRATION ACT 

The SPEAKER. The pending business 
is the question of suspending the rules 
and passing the bill, H.R. 2707, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) that 
the House suspend the rules and pass 
the bill, H.R. 2707, as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 367, nays 40, 
not voting 26, as follows:

[Roll No. 26] 

YEAS—367

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cole 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 

Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dooley (CA) 
Dreier 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Hensarling 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 

Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Osborne 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
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Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Serrano 

Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 

Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—40

Akin 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Blackburn 
Coble 
Culberson 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Duncan 
Everett 
Feeney 
Flake 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Hayes 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hostettler 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Miller (FL) 
Myrick 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Paul 
Petri 

Platts 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Smith (MI) 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Toomey 

NOT VOTING—26

Brady (TX) 
Collins 
Conyers 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Engel 
Forbes 
Gephardt 
Gonzalez 

Greenwood 
Holden 
Honda 
Hulshof 
Kilpatrick 
Kucinich 
Lantos 
Lowey 
Murtha 

Musgrave 
Ortiz 
Ose 
Sabo 
Scott (VA) 
Stark 
Wexler 
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BASS) (during the vote). Members are 
advised 2 minutes remain in this vote. 

b 1923 

Messrs. TANCREDO, NORWOOD and 
ROHRABACHER, Mrs. MYRICK and 
Mrs. BLACKBURN changed their vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for an as-
sessment of the extent of the invasion 
of Salt Cedar and Russian Olive on 
lands in the Western United States and 
efforts to date to control such invasion 
on public and private lands, including 
tribal lands, to establish a demonstra-
tion program to address the invasion of 
Salt Cedar and Russian Olive, and for 
other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

DOUGLAS COUNTY, OREGON, LAND 
CONVEYANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the Sen-
ate bill, S. 714. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
RENZI) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 714, 
on which the yeas and nays are or-
dered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 0, 
not voting 36, as follows:

[Roll No. 27] 

YEAS—397

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 

Coble 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 

Green (WI) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 

Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Osborne 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 

Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—36

Brady (TX) 
Capps 
Collins 
Cox 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Forbes 
Gephardt 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Greenwood 

Holden 
Honda 
Hulshof 
Kilpatrick 
Kucinich 
Lantos 
Lowey 
Miller (MI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Ortiz 

Ose 
Otter 
Peterson (PA) 
Pombo 
Reynolds 
Rogers (MI) 
Sabo 
Scott (VA) 
Stark 
Weller 
Wexler 
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BASS) (during the vote). Members are 
reminded there are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1941 
So (two-thirds having voted in favor 

thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the Senate bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, personal re-

sponsibilities required my presence in the 13th 
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Congressional District of Michigan. Should I 
have been present for today’s legislative busi-
ness, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on approving 
the Journal (rollcall No. 25); ‘‘yea’’ on approv-
ing H.R. 2707, The Salt Cedar and Russian 
Olive Control Demonstration Act (rollcall No. 
26); and ‘‘yea’’ on S. 714, the land transfer of 
Bureau of Land Management property to 
Douglas County, Oregon (rollcall No. 27).

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3473 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have my name removed as a cospon-
sor of H.R. 3473. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
f 

U.S. POLICY UNDERMINES HAITIAN 
GOVERNMENT 

(Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
Mr. Speaker, as a Member elected from 
Florida, I have always supported the 
citizens of Haiti, and I was one of the 
ones that went and witnessed the fair 
election of Mr. Aristide. 

Let me just say that it was just as 
fair as the election that took place in 
Florida. But sadly, even though Haiti 
is right off the shores of Florida, this 
administration has treated Haitians 
and the Haitian people like unwanted 
stepchildren. 

Right now in Haiti, people are starv-
ing to death and being slaughtered in 
the streets, and the U.S. is nowhere to 
be found. U.S. policy has undermined 
the Government of Haiti. Let me say 
again, the U.S. policy has undermined 
the duly-elected Government of Haiti 
and continues today to threaten the 
very lives of the Haitian people. 

I ask this President, how can he jus-
tify our attack of Iraq by claiming we 
are building a democracy while he sits 
idly by and watches a democracy in 
Haiti being destroyed by thugs whose 
only goal is to steal power from a duly-
elected President? 

Shame on you, Mr. President. 
f 

HONORING ERIC ULYSSES 
RAMIREZ, AN AMERICAN HERO 

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, it is with a heavy 
heart that I rise today to express the 
condolences of a grateful Nation. I rise 
so that this Nation will never forget 
the service and sacrifice of those fallen 
while working to keep us free. 

I rise today specifically to honor the 
life of Eric Ulysses Ramirez. Specialist 
Ramirez was killed when his unit was 
attacked by Iraqi insurgents. 

Eric was a sheriff’s deputy and a Na-
tional Guardsman who answered the 
call to duty when his unit was acti-
vated last February. He only had 42 
days remaining before his planned re-
turn to family and friends when his 
unit was attacked by RPG, cutting 
short the life of a young father. 

This past weekend I attended serv-
ices for Specialist Ramirez and can 
share with my colleagues that his fam-
ily is very supportive of our actions in 
Iraq and that we need to honor the fact 
that he has a very loving wife, chil-
dren, and parents, and his parents ac-
tually live in my district. 

We know very well that our freedom 
could not have been won nor our lib-
erty maintained without those willing 
to make this ultimate sacrifice, but I 
know that these are very weak words 
to the grieving family left behind. I 
pray that the Lord and that everyone 
who knew Eric will maintain their 
memory of Eric and that this will help 
to assuage their pain. 

Eric was a loving father, son, and 
husband, and this country owes its 
freedom to Eric and those who came 
before him. So do the citizens of Iraq. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in hon-
oring this American hero.

f 

URGING U.S. TO MOVE FORWARD 
IN PROVIDING SECURITY IN HAITI 

(Mr. MEEK of Florida asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to urge the Bush administra-
tion to move forward in providing the 
kind of security that we need in Haiti 
right now. On average, every day in 
Haiti, 15 to 16 Haitian nationals are 
losing their lives due to rebel forces 
and anti-Aristide forces. 

I will tell my colleagues right now 
that the violence will continue to esca-
late. The rebels are getting more and 
more arms. They are getting body 
armor, they are getting helmets, they 
are getting all of the things that they 
need to continue to carry on the night-
mare in Haiti. 

I want to say to the U.S. citizens 
here tonight, standing by will not 
make things better in Haiti. Being 
from Florida and being from Miami, 
Florida, there is going to be a number 
of individuals coming to our shores if 
we do not stand in and intervene now. 
It is important that the U.S. moves 
forth with France and Canada, who are 
willing to bring about peace in Haiti, 
so that we can have diplomatic talks 
with the opposition forces. 

The reason why there was not an 
agreement today at 5 o’clock is because 
there is no agreement to be made. The 
rebels cannot be controlled by opposi-
tion parties right now, and it is impor-
tant that this administration acts now 
before military action will be para-
mount. 

RECOGNIZING ELIZABETH CITY 
STATE UNIVERSITY 

(Mr. BALLANCE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BALLANCE. Mr. Speaker, as we 
continue to celebrate Black History 
Month and the achievements and the 
accomplishments of African Americans 
in America, today I would like to rec-
ognize Elizabeth City State University, 
one of our historically black univer-
sities located in my congressional dis-
trict, and Chancellor Mickey Burnham, 
trustees, faculty, alumni, and students. 

Elizabeth City State University was 
founded in 1891 ‘‘for the purpose of 
teaching and training teachers of the 
colored race to teach in the common 
schools of North Carolina.’’ Just three 
decades after the Civil War ended, Afri-
can Americans worked hard to live up 
to the ideals of liberty and freedom. Al-
though there were many challenges 
faced by African Americans, many per-
severed and took advantage of estab-
lished institutions such as Elizabeth 
City State University in the hopes of 
educating African Americans.

b 1945 

Despite the obstacles, there was a 
positive belief that the key to a suc-
cessful future lies in education. This 
belief remains today. 

As I think about the bright educators 
and students trying to be triumphant 
over adversity, I feel very proud of 
Elizabeth City State University. I wish 
Elizabeth City State University contin-
ued good fortune and success as they 
work to educate all of our people. 

f 

MOURNING THE DEATH OF LOS 
ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT 
OFFICER RICARDO LIZARRAGA 

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
deep sadness and regret that I rise to 
inform my colleagues of the death of 
Los Angeles Police Department Officer 
Ricardo Lizarraga, who was killed in 
the line of duty on Friday, February 20, 
2004, while answering a domestic vio-
lence dispute in the area of Western 
and Vernon Avenue in my district. Of-
ficer Lizarraga became the first LAPD 
officer since 1998 to be shot and killed 
in the line of duty. 

Mr. Speaker, as many of us know, do-
mestic violence calls can be the most 
volatile and unpredictable situations 
to which police officers respond. After 
a woman flagged down Officer 
Lizarraga’s police car and asked for 
help, the officer and his partner went 
to remove an abusive boyfriend from 
her apartment. According to official 
accounts, the suspect emerged with a 
gun and shot the 30-year-old officer 
just below his bulletproof vest. 

Officer Lizarraga had only recently 
joined the police force 2 years ago. Fel-
low officers described him as cheerful, 
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soft-spoken, hardworking, who loved 
his job and in April had landed an as-
signment on a fledgling special prob-
lems unit in the Newton division, 
where my father served and died of in-
juries related to his service. A fellow 
officer called Officer Lizarraga a gentle 
giant, who could look intimidating; but 
all one had to do was talk to him, and 
he would respond softly. He was very 
nice, very quiet, and it belied his stat-
ure. 

Officer Lizarraga was born and raised 
in Los Angeles and attended Hamilton 
High School and Santa Monica College. 
He worked for the Ralphs Supermarket 
chain before fulfilling a long-time goal 
of joining the LAPD in September 2001. 
He leaves a wife, Joyce, and a mother 
who resides in Mexico. 

Mr. Speaker, my deepest sympathies 
are extended to Officer Lizarraga’s col-
leagues at the LAPD and his wife, fam-
ily, and friends. It is my sincerest hope 
that Officer Lizarraga’s death will not 
be in vain, but once again remind us 
that our business is unfinished in deal-
ing with domestic violence, gang vio-
lence, and the proliferation of hand-
guns which remain the weapons of 
mass destruction in many of our Na-
tion’s urban areas. 

f 

A TRAGEDY IS OCCURRING 

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, a tragedy 
is occurring off our shores. A duly-
elected government in Haiti, President 
Jean Bertrand Aristide’s government, 
is in jeopardy. He is being challenged 
by the former FRAPH, a paramilitary 
group of outlaws and bandits, the 
former military leaders who are across 
the border in the Dominican Republic 
and drug dealers who have taken over 
parts of that country, using their influ-
ence to corrupt the citizenry. 

On the other hand, we have a person 
who is duly elected, President Aristide. 
I cannot understand why our Nation 
that stands for democracy all over the 
world stands idly by while we let thugs 
who are burning and raping and looting 
take a free hand. 

The French have said we are willing 
to go in. We have 4,000 troops, as a 
matter of fact; and they even said, as a 
matter of fact, U.S.A., we do not need 
you, just support us. 

I urge our government to help the 
people of Haiti by coming up with a 
diplomatic solution to the problem in 
that country. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1997, UNBORN VICTIMS OF 
VIOLENCE ACT OF 2004 

Mr. LINDER, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 108–427) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 529) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 1997) to amend title 18, 
United States Code, and the Uniform 

Code of Military Justice to protect un-
born children from assault and murder, 
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

f 

SUPPORT DEMOCRACY IN HAITI 
(Mr. OWENS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, the bloody 
spectacle of this week is not the re-
lease of Mel Gibson’s gory movie ex-
ploiting the suffering of Jesus Christ. 
In this hemisphere, 600 miles from our 
shores, blood is flowing in the streets 
of Haiti with the complicity of the 
Bush administration. This White House 
and its agents are like Pontius Pilate, 
pretending to wash their hands while 
the democratic nation of Haiti is assas-
sinated. 

At least one former CIA asset has 
been identified as a leader of the band 
of savage guerrillas. The people of the 
United States must turn their backs on 
this conspiracy and demand that the 
democratic nation of Haiti, the demo-
cratic government, the duly-elected 
President of Haiti be supported by the 
United States Government and that 
Aristide be allowed to serve out his 
next 2 years without any compromise 
with bands of thugs in the street. 

There is only one opposition. The so-
called civil opposition is not civil at 
all. They operate hand in hand with 
the violence. Stop the violence and 
support democracy in Haiti. 

f 

ANARCHY IS HAPPENING TO OUR 
NEIGHBOR 

(Mr. MEEKS of New York asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, if not now, when? Blood is in the 
streets. Anarchy is happening to our 
neighbor right next door, our third bor-
der is at stake. It is time for the 
United States of America to take seri-
ous the activities that are taking place 
on that island called Haiti, for indeed 
we should have been there long ago, 
talking and trying to negotiate and 
bringing things so that democracy can 
prevail. 

We are the largest democracy on the 
planet Earth; and if democracy means 
anything, we should look just 90 miles 
off our shores and say that we are 
going to support and stand for democ-
racy and not stand for anything that 
will be less than that, where mere vil-
lains and thugs can then take over a 
country. 

We should stand strong and say that 
we are not going to allow that to hap-
pen, that we want democracy to flour-
ish everywhere, not just overseas, not 
just away from home, but right on our 
third border. That protection that we 
need, we should be mounting the troops 
together, the United Nations as well as 
other foreign countries, to bring to the 
people on the ground peace. 

NOW IS THE TIME FOR US TO ACT 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, the headline reads, ‘‘Haitians 
Man Barricades Against Armed 
Rebels.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, this is the 200th year of 
the anniversary of independence of our 
friends who live in Haiti. If my col-
leagues recall, in the founding of our 
constitutional country, it was the Hai-
tians who helped us claim our inde-
pendence. How can we stand idly by 
and not demand for them justice, 
equality, and democracy? How can we 
watch blood run in the streets and not 
provide peacekeeping troops and the 
dignity to provide all of them an equal 
opportunity? As the President, who 
was duly elected, stands against the 
rage of the insurgents, we stand idly 
by. 

Mr. President, Mr. Secretary of De-
fense and Secretary of State, it is time 
now for us to deal with democracy here 
at our very shore and then, Mr. Speak-
er, might I say, do not, do not de-
nounce or do not disregard the fact 
that there will be thousands of Haitian 
refugees which we have to deal with. 
We are not addressing the question of 
those refugees or possible immigrants 
coming into this country. We need to 
be prepared and provide the asylum 
and provide the coverage and the op-
portunity for them to be here. 

I simply say that now is the time for 
us to act. It is important for peace-
keeping troops to go to Haiti now. 

f 

HAITI’S HISTORY 

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, as 
President Bush makes his decision 
about sending troops to Haiti, I wish 
that he would look at Haiti’s history 
and would look at the history of our re-
lationship with Haiti. 

210 years ago, Haiti was a nation as 
wealthy as the 13 Colonies. After a 
slave revolt, Haiti in the early part of 
the next century, in 1804, proclaimed 
its independence. Our government, a 
country with slave owners, would not 
recognize the government of Haiti, a 
country where slaves were now running 
the government, running the country, 
former slaves. We did not recognize 
them for more than 50 years; and then, 
Mr. Speaker, the United States Ma-
rines, in the early part of this century, 
occupied Haiti. 

Some years later, when Papa Doc and 
Baby Doc Duvalier were in power in 
Haiti, U.S. interests funded and 
propped his government up, a bloody 
dictatorship. So now that President 
Aristide is in power, Mr. Speaker, we 
need to recognize this democracy. We 
have to deal with that as a democracy 
of equals.
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SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 7, 2003, 
and under a previous order of the 
House, the following Members will be 
recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

OUR ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, this book 
has not hit the best seller list yet, but 
it should. This lays out the agenda of 
the President for the future of our 
economy, jobs, Social Security, and 
other programs. Actually, we have got 
to give the principal author, Mr. 
Mankiw, the President’s chief eco-
nomic adviser, some points for extraor-
dinary honesty. 

A quote from page 229, in reference to 
trade, of course, the United States of 
America is running a huge and growing 
trade deficit. We will borrow more than 
one-half of $1 trillion, $500 billion, from 
overseas to finance this. We are hem-
orrhaging jobs. U.S. corporations flee 
overseas to exploit cheap labor and Mr. 
Mankiw says that is all to the good. 
‘‘When a good or service is produced 
more cheaply abroad, it makes more 
sense to import it than to make or pro-
vide it domestically.’’

He went on to say that exporting 
trade jobs realizes the dream of free 
trade that economies have talked 
about for 2 centuries.

b 2000 

But then he says not to worry, be-
cause, of course, we have a compara-
tive advantage. Well, the question 
would be, a comparative advantage in 
what? 

Well, since they told us first we are 
going to lose those obsolete manufac-
turing jobs, which I disagreed with, be-
cause I do not think you can be a great 
Nation if you do not make things any-
more, but then they said, do not worry, 
we are going to go to the intellectual 
jobs. We will do those sorts of things, 
and we will protect those through 
these trade agreements. Well, we now 
find we are exporting those intellectual 
jobs, and, in fact, we are also losing 
them to unfair trade. 

But, remember, this President sup-
ported Most Favored Nation status for 
the bloody dictators of Beijing, the 
Communist Government of China, be-
cause of the insistence of U.S. corpora-
tions. It says here, do not worry, we 
will defend our intellectual property 
against countries like China, which 
regularly steal it. It said that if you 
bring intellectual property into China, 
within 24 hours it will be on the streets 
in counterfeit form; but yet this ad-
ministration, which says if a country is 
found to be in violation of their obliga-
tions under a trade agreement, the 
United States could retaliate against 
those countries, against the entire 

range of transactions covered by the 
agreement. 

That is right. Could. But guess what? 
Will not. How many trade complaints 
has the United States filed against the 
Communist Government of China for 
wholesale theft of American intellec-
tual property, which is leading to our 
$124 billion trade deficit with China 
and the flood of U.S. jobs into that 
country? None. Zero. None. 

A company in my district, Videx, an 
American dream. The guy started with 
Hewlett-Packard and came up with a 
new scanner technology. It is all made 
in America. All of it. He employs 160 
people directly, and even in Texas he 
has contractors making this good. He 
has also developed an electronic lock. 
One day he found out, and he is oper-
ating in 44 countries, that he had been 
cloned. His company had been entirely 
cloned in China, including the Website, 
including the software language that 
says U.S. copyright or patents, trans-
lated into Chinese. The Chinese had 
even gone one better. They took the 
Videx Website and put a little waving 
American flag up in the corner on this 
phony Website for a Chinese company, 
and condoned by the Chinese Govern-
ment. 

I thought, well, certainly the Bush 
administration, who say they want 
rules-based trade, they will help this 
company. They are for small business; 
they will help this company. We went 
to the Commerce Department and the 
answer was, nope, sorry, you are out of 
luck. In fact, in a conference call just 
2 weeks ago, this company, Videx, Cor-
vallis, Oregon, was told by the Bush 
Commerce Department, those great de-
fenders of free trade, intellectual prop-
erty and rules-based trade, that, in 
fact, they would do nothing to enforce 
their intellectual property rights or 
prevent the theft of their entire com-
pany and product in China, as is hap-
pening to dozens of other American 
firms, because the big corporations do 
not want such complaints filed against 
China because it might make them 
mad, and they might lose access to the 
cheap labor to produce the goods that 
they export back here. 

That is what this administration is 
all about. They talk about small busi-
ness, but they are just there for a few 
multinational corporations. They have 
a real chance here to help an American 
company to save hundreds of American 
jobs, to stop the Chinese from stealing 
that product and the product of many 
other American firms and stop stealing 
those jobs. All they have to do is file a 
complaint. 

The company cannot file the com-
plaint at the World Trade Organiza-
tion. The Bush people stacked the 
deck. The only way it can be filed is by 
the United States Government and the 
Commerce Department, and they are 
refusing to do that. If they care about 
jobs, if they care about the future of 
this country, they will eschew these 
radical free trade policies. And they 
are not only free trade, they are theft 

policies being pursued by other coun-
tries against the U.S. 

This is not a level and fair trade 
field, and it is time that things 
changed. But I doubt very much under 
this administration that they will, be-
cause small companies cannot afford to 
contribute the millions of dollars to 
the reelection campaign that the big 
ones can.

f 

CONGRESS SHOULD HOLD BROAD-
CAST MEDIA TO A HIGHER 
STANDARD OF DECENCY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, 100 mil-
lion people viewed this year’s Super 
Bowl. It was a great football game. Un-
fortunately, most of the publicity did 
not focus on the football game, it rath-
er focused on the half-time show and a 
few ads. Matter of fact, there were 
200,000 complaints concerning some of 
the indecency that were filed. I think 
this illustrates the culture war we are 
currently experiencing, because most 
in the entertainment industry really 
could not understand the outcry. This 
is pretty much business as usual. Yet 
those in middle America were not quite 
so enthralled. They were hit right be-
tween the eyes by the media content 
that our children are immersed in al-
most daily. 

Many Members of Congress, myself 
included, were concerned and some-
what outraged, and I just am concerned 
that this outrage may be short-lived if 
we look at the history of such things. 
In 2003, 240,000 complaints were filed 
with the FCC concerning indecent and 
obscene programming, yet there were 
practically no responses by the FCC or 
by Congress. Few of these complaints 
were even answered by the FCC. Com-
plaints are often bundled, they are not 
counted separately, so there may have 
been well over 240,000 complaints filed. 
Only a handful of citations were issued, 
which resulted in minimal fines, rough-
ly four or five citations. No TV station 
has ever been fined in the history of 
the FCC for broadcasting indecent ma-
terial. Since the FCC began in 1934, no 
broadcast license has ever been sus-
pended. 

The FCC receives $278 million from 
Congress annually, yet it is largely 
derelict in the enforcement of its du-
ties. On June 2, 2003, the FCC increased 
the market share media conglomerates 
can control from 35 percent to 45 per-
cent. What does that mean? It means 
in a major media market, one conglom-
erate can own three TV stations, one 
newspaper, and eight radio stations. So 
there has been a huge amount of con-
centration in the media industry. 

As media control is more centralized, 
and there is less local control, there is 
more emphasis on indecent program-
ming. There is a focus on the bottom 
line; simply what will sell. Locally-
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owned outlets are more sensitive to 
community standards and are less like-
ly to broadcast indecent material. Con-
gress, I think, needs to reverse this 
trend towards concentration and move 
back to that 35 percent of the market 
that was originally the standard. 

Our children are paying a price. The 
average young person by the age of 18 
witnesses 200,000 violent acts and 40,000 
murders on television. They average 
roughly 6 hours of media exposure per 
day. Research by the Congressional 
Public Health Summit in 2000 indicated 
that children exposed to media vio-
lence are more violent later in life; 
more apt to commit crimes of violence. 
Studies show that children watching 
sexually explicit programming adopt 
more permissive attitudes towards pre-
marital sex and become more promis-
cuous. 

Our out-of-wedlock birth was 5 per-
cent in 1960, and today it is roughly 33 
percent. One out of every three chil-
dren coming into our culture are born 
with a huge disadvantage. They have 
two strikes against them. These chil-
dren, and really all of us in our culture, 
pay a great price. So what I would 
urge, Mr. Speaker, is that Congress 
needs to stay the course, play its part, 
and hold the FCC to its charge. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
BACA) and I have started a caucus, the 
Sex and Violence in Media Caucus, 
which we hope people will join. Several 
weeks ago, Bono uttered an obscenity 
four times during prime time, and the 
FCC refused to penalize the broadcast 
network because they said he used the 
obscenity as an adjective. As a result, 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
OSE) has introduced the bill Clean Air-
ways Act, H.R. 3687, which defines 
eight obscene words, and it says if 
these words are used, no matter wheth-
er used as adjectives, verbs, adverbs, 
pronouns, whatever, they are still sub-
ject to penalty. Also, the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON) has intro-
duced H.R. 3717, the Broadcast Decency 
Enforcement Act, which increases pen-
alties for obscenity from $27,500 to 
$275,000, a tenfold increase, which may 
get some people’s attention. 

I urge my colleagues, Mr. Speaker, to 
hold the broadcast media to a higher 
standard and to require the FCC to en-
force commonly held standards of de-
cency.

f 

THE PRESIDENT’S BALLOONING 
CREDIBILITY DEFICIT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, in ad-
dressing the Republican Governors As-
sociation fund-raiser last night, the 
President, in a much-touted speech, de-
cided to unveil his reelection strategy. 
He pointedly accused the current front-
runner for the Democratic nomination 
of having a record of flip-flopping, waf-
fling and temporizing. 

Since the State of the Union and 
since Meet the Press, I have been wait-
ing for this President to offer a vision 
and an agenda for this country. His 
strategy has got America stuck in an 
endless occupation and a jobless econ-
omy. I thought last night we were 
going to hear a strategy of how to 
move forward, yet the President of the 
United States, after 3 years of gov-
erning, has decided his strategy is to 
tear down his opponent rather than to 
offer America a vision of tomorrow and 
what we can do to build something to-
morrow. 

I thought it was very ironic for a 
President of the United States, who 
has a growing credibility gap, where 
people question the validity and the 
very truthfulness of his words, to begin 
to question the consistency of the 
front-runner for the nomination of the 
Democratic Party. I thought it was 
very interesting because, if I am not 
mistaken, this was the President of the 
United States who has flip-flopped on 
steel tariffs. That has been this Presi-
dent’s record. He flip-flopped within 18 
months of having imposed the tariff. 

This is a President who, although 
promoting tax cuts for the very 
wealthy, called them a middle-class 
tax cut. We now find out, in Paul 
O’Neill’s book and Ron Suskind’s book, 
the President of the United States 
knew that his tax cut went to the top 
end. He went into a meeting, said, 
‘‘Haven’t we done enough for the top 
end?’’ And yet he went out and sold his 
tax cuts as something else and then ac-
cused Democrats of class warfare for 
asking the very same question he had 
asked. And he wants to accuse the 
Democratic nominee, or near nominee, 
of being a flip-flopper? 

He has a very interesting economic 
strategy. He is trying to wage three 
wars with three tax cuts and tell us the 
deficit is a result of something else; 
spending on veterans, police, edu-
cation, and health care. Ever since his 
tax cuts for $3 trillion, America has 
added $521 billion to the deficit, 3 mil-
lion Americans have lost their jobs, 5 
million additional Americans are with-
out health care, and over $1 trillion 
worth of corporate assets have been 
foreclosed on. 

His economic report has now told us 
that the middle class of India, where 
they are outsourcing jobs, is the pri-
mary concern of the President’s eco-
nomic report rather than the shrinking 
middle class in Indiana. This is a Presi-
dent who then walked away from that. 
In Ohio, he said manufacturing was his 
top priority, yet year after year his 
budget cuts the manufacturing exten-
sion program which helps small busi-
nesses. 

This is a President of the United 
States who on foreign policy took the 
Nation, regardless of whether you are 
for or against it, to war based on weap-
ons of mass destruction, yet we have 
now found out in two State of the 
Union Addresses that he raises threats 
that are not true; in the State of the 

Union to the United States, where the 
world was listening. 

The President’s credibility gap is 
stretched even wider by his budget that 
is filled with flip-flops and inconsist-
encies. He has pledged $3.5 million in 
new money for police and firefighters, 
yet his budget cuts $1 billion out of ex-
isting grants to local police and fire-
fighters. He told us the budget deficit 
would be manageable, but his plan to 
halve it by the year 2009 is an account-
ing fiction. Even Goldman Sachs and 
the IMF have blamed the Government 
of the United States for being a danger 
to the world economy, let alone em-
ployment growth here in the United 
States. 

The President told conservatives of 
his own party that Medicare would cost 
only $400 billion. Within 2 months, the 
bill was for $537 billion. He promised to 
clean up the Great Lakes on one hand, 
so he increased the funding for $35 mil-
lion, but with the other hand he cut 
the State Revolving Fund for water 
cleanup by $400 million. And this is an 
administration that wants to challenge 
people on the word of credibility, on 
their flip-flops and waffling? 

The only thing this White House 
never waffles on is when you are a spe-
cial interest and you need a special 
favor. They have been quite consistent 
if you are a pharmaceutical company, 
you are a polluter, or you are an insur-
ance company or an HMO. So when this 
President says he wants to campaign 
on somebody’s credibility and on their 
consistency, I as one Democrat wel-
come that, because we have 3 years of 
a record. This President has done a 
phenomenal job of getting America 
stuck in a jobless recovery and an end-
less occupation in Iraq. 

This is an election about America’s 
future, not offering the status quo that 
has put America in the position it is. 
So if credibility is a question we are 
going to have in this campaign, let us 
bring it on.

f 

b 2015 

RISING COST OF PRESCRIPTION 
DRUGS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, there has been a lot of talk over the 
past few months and debate here in the 
Congress about the high cost of pre-
scription drugs. I just got a letter from 
one of my constituents in Indiana, Jo-
seph Neff. Joseph is 67. He and his wife 
buy a lot of prescription pharma-
ceuticals from Canada. In this letter he 
sent me, it shows a 3-month supply of 
the products he has been buying from 
Canada, and it shows he is going to 
save $3,007 a year by buying pharma-
ceuticals from Canada, the very same 
thing he would buy here in the United 
States, the same identical prescription 
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drugs; and yet they cost less in Canada 
than if he bought them here in the 
United States. He is saving 50 percent 
on the prescription drugs he is buying 
from Canada. If he bought them 
through AARP on a discount card, it 
would be 10 percent. So he still saves 
more by going directly to Canada. 

The pharmaceutical industry has 
been fighting day and night to stop re-
importation of pharmaceuticals. They 
have gone to the FDA and HHS, and 
they have told them it is not safe to 
have reimportation; and our health 
agencies have been going along with it. 
And yet we held four hearings, and we 
asked them to give one example where 
people have been harmed by pharma-
ceuticals brought in from Canada. 
They could not name one example. So 
the pharmaceutical industry has un-
usual support at our health agencies. 
They have undue influence at our 
health agencies; and as a result, Amer-
ican people are paying exorbitant 
prices for prescription drugs compared 
to what they are paying in Canada, 
Germany, and other parts of the world. 

Just recently there was a poll that 
was released by the Associated Press 
and stated that a third of American 
families struggle to afford their pre-
scriptions, and 73 percent of those fam-
ilies have to cut their dosages by as 
much as half so they can take care of 
their health needs. Two-thirds of those 
polled felt that the Federal Govern-
ment should open up this market and 
make it easier for people to buy pre-
scription drugs from Canada and other 
countries at lower cost. 

So why does our government not lis-
ten to the people we represent? There 
is no safety issue. That is a bogus argu-
ment. Yet the health agencies continue 
to walk in lock-step with the pharma-
ceutical companies saying it is a 
health risk, and it is simply about 
money. The big profits they make in 
the United States are huge compared 
to what they are making in other coun-
tries. We continue to let them do that 
when the price they charge should be 
fair and equitable throughout the 
world. All of their profits should not be 
loaded on the backs of the American 
people who are struggling to make ends 
meet. 

In July of this year, we had a vote on 
this floor. The vote overwhelmingly 
passed saying that we wanted the re-
importation of pharmaceuticals to be 
allowed so Americans can get the 
breaks that they are getting in other 
countries. Even though that passed, 
when the Medicare prescription drug 
bill came out of conference committee, 
they left that out. 

The other thing that bothers me is 
the American people realize that our 
government should be negotiating to 
make sure that Medicare prescription 
drug prices are as low as possible, and 
yet there is a prohibition in law passed 
by the Congress of the United States 
that does not allow our government 
under the Medicare prescription drug 
bill to negotiate with the pharma-

ceutical companies to get the best 
price for the American taxpayers. So 
we pay the highest prices for pharma-
ceuticals that the pharmaceutical com-
panies want to charge, while in other 
countries there are negotiations taking 
place between their governments and 
the pharmaceutical industry. This just 
is not right. This is something my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle feel 
very, very strongly about. 

Mr. Speaker, we have to take our 
health agencies and anybody else to 
task who is trying to load all of the 
profits of pharmaceuticals on the backs 
of the American people. The American 
people need fairness; they need to know 
that they are going to be treated fair-
ly. They should not have to cut their 
pharmaceutical products in half in 
order to stretch them out to take care 
of their health needs. They do not want 
to pay up to 300 percent more than 
they are paying in Canada for the phar-
maceuticals products, and they should 
not be called criminals because they go 
across the Canadian border and buy the 
very same product up there for less 
than they can get it here in the United 
States. 

In addition, governors of 25 States 
and a multitude of cities across the 
country are now trying to negotiate 
with Canadian pharmaceutical dis-
tributors to buy their pharmaceutical 
products through Canada because they 
will save so much money, and it will 
help their budgets at the State and 
local level. This is a problem that is 
not going to go away. The pharma-
ceutical industry and our health agen-
cies need to address this problem; and, 
Mr. Speaker, we are not going to be 
quiet on this floor until this problem is 
solved.

f 

JOBS RECESSION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, after 3 
years in the White House, President 
Bush still has not figured out how to 
create jobs for Americans here in the 
United States. The economy has yet to 
grow to the point where companies feel 
confident in hiring new employees. Ac-
cordingly, millions of Americans re-
main unemployed, some for so long 
they have actually given up their job 
search. If the jobs recession does not 
end soon and the economy does not cre-
ate 2.1 million jobs this year, then 
President Bush will be the first Presi-
dent since President Hoover to preside 
over an economy in which he did not 
create one net job. 

One of the major reasons for the cur-
rent jobs recession is the increased ex-
porting of high-paying white- and blue-
collar jobs overseas. Fortunately, this 
phenomenon has not hit New Jersey as 
hard as States like Ohio, Michigan, 
North Carolina, and Georgia. However, 
New Jersey has still suffered. 

I want Members to consider several 
examples from the township of Edison 

in my congressional district. This week 
a Ford plant is scheduled to close, leav-
ing more than 900 New Jersey employ-
ees without jobs. Last year, the Frigi-
daire air conditioning plant closed in 
Edison and shifted production to 
Brazil, leaving 1,600 people unem-
ployed. 

One would think that the Bush ad-
ministration would be concerned about 
these job losses. Two weeks ago, how-
ever, we learned President Bush and 
his economic advisers view the move-
ment of American factory jobs and 
white-collar work to other families as 
a positive transformation that will in 
the end enrich our economy. 

The President’s chief economist, 
Gregory Mankiw, made national head-
lines earlier this month when he said, 
‘‘Outsourcing is just a new way of 
doing international trade. More things 
are tradeable than were tradeable in 
the past, and that is a good thing.’’ 
President Bush supported this view in 
his annual economic report in which he 
wrote, ‘‘When a good or service is pro-
duced more cheaply abroad, it makes 
more sense to import it than make it 
or provide it domestically here in the 
United States.’’

It is no wonder the President thinks 
our economic forecast is so rosy. He is 
not concerned about creating jobs here 
in the United States; sending jobs over-
seas is fine with him. How can we have 
an economic success if we send jobs 
overseas, but do not create enough new 
jobs with comparable wages here in the 
United States? It is clear the President 
and his economic team are not con-
cerned about that at all. 

These statements from President 
Bush and his economic advisers are 
particularly worrisome after Congress 
narrowly approved legislation last year 
that would give the President free rein 
to negotiate trade agreements with for-
eign governments without the ability 
of Congress to amend the agreements. 

I opposed the so-called fast track 
trading negotiation authority because 
I was concerned the Bush administra-
tion would use it to sacrifice American 
jobs for cheaper imports. In an attempt 
to further expand international free 
trade, the administration is now in the 
process of negotiating an agreement 
between the United States and Central 
America that could potentially begin 
another exodus of American jobs to the 
south. 

Mr. Speaker, I would say that such 
agreements will do nothing to create 
jobs here in the United States, and per-
haps that is why President Bush and 
some of his leading economic advisers 
are backing away from another state-
ment in that same annual economic re-
port of the President in which the ad-
ministration predicted 2.6 million jobs 
would be created this year. Just 1 week 
after the release of the report, both 
Treasury Secretary John Snow and 
Commerce Secretary Donald Evans re-
fused to embrace President Bush’s own 
economic projections because they 
know that is not going to happen. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is time the Bush ad-

ministration realizes shipping jobs 
overseas and cutting taxes for the 
wealthy elite in our country will not 
create jobs. President Bush and con-
gressional Republicans have had 3 
years to turn this jobs recession 
around. They have totally failed. It is 
time for Congress to pass measures 
that will encourage companies to keep 
jobs here in the United States. It is 
time we level the playing field and pro-
tect American jobs here, rather than 
continuing to export them overseas.

f 

SECURITY FENCES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I am so 
sick and tired of listening to the whin-
ing about this fence and walls in Israel. 
First, when I heard the complaining 
about the wall in Israel, I wondered 
whether they were complaining about 
the wall around Jerusalem itself. Walls 
and fences in the Middle East are as 
historic as the land itself. 

I was just in Germany, and in pretty 
much every city they have a castle or 
a walled fort. That is true all over Eu-
rope, Austria, and other places. Walls 
and fences have been there historically, 
and they were not to keep people from 
leaving. They were to keep people from 
getting in. They were built in areas 
where there were disputed territories, 
or they would not have needed a wall if 
people were not going to attack them. 

In Rome, we see all sorts of walls in 
different parts of the Roman Empire. It 
is a historic tradition in Europe. And, 
of course, there is the Great Wall of 
China that goes for thousands of miles 
and is fairly famous. When we look at 
our own country, let us say the border 
with Mexico where we have a fence 
that goes along the border with Mex-
ico, or let us say gated neighborhoods 
in the United States, are we suddenly 
going to ban gated neighborhoods? Is 
the rule when we want to put a fence 
around our yard or security system at 
our house in order to keep people from 
intruding, are we going to say suddenly 
we need to unlock our doors and we can 
put no fences up in our own yards? It is 
the same basic principle of security 
and the right to protect your property 
and the people that live in it that is 
leading to all this whining about the 
fence in Israel. 

Furthermore, some would add that it 
is disputed territory. The fact that 
somebody else has designs on the terri-
tory does not mean that you cannot 
put up a fence. Let us take our border 
with Mexico. There are some in the 
country of Mexico that believe that us 
getting California through a war where 
we had a clear overt pressure was kind 
of controversial, not to mention the 
Gasden Purchase where we more or less 
forced Mexico to sell us Arizona and 
New Mexico, or where we pushed set-
tlers into Texas and Texas declared 

their independence and we did a fast 
recognition to bring Texas in. There 
are many Mexicans who do not believe 
that border is legitimate, but does that 
mean we do not have a right as a Na-
tion, since we recognize those States, 
we freely associate and recognize them 
that way, that we do not have a right 
to put a fence there to protect our-
selves from terrorists, illegal immi-
grants or drugs? Of course we have that 
right; and so does Israel have that 
right. 

Since September 2000, Palestinian 
terrorists have launched more than 
18,000 attacks, killing more than 800 
Israelis and wounding 5,600. Such a 
high number of attacks seem incon-
sistent with the Palestinian 
Authority’s commitment under the 
Oslo Accords and Road Map to curb 
terrorist activities. Without a true 
partner in peace, Israel alone has been 
left to defend itself. 

One of the best methods of protecting 
the citizens of Israel is a security 
fence. In the last 3 years, not one of the 
122 homicide bombers that killed 454 
people in Israel infiltrated from Gaza. 
Gaza is separated from Israel by a secu-
rity fence. 

Despite this, there has been outrage 
and wide criticism when they have 
tried to put a fence at the West Bank. 
This case, which has now been taken to 
the court in front of the United Na-
tions, is clearly within Israel’s domes-
tic jurisdiction, which demands that a 
government protects its citizens. 

Highlighting this necessity was a 
bombing of a Jerusalem bus that just 
killed eight and injured 60. This homi-
cide bombing occurred just before the 
international court began hearing the 
case against the fence. The need for ad-
ditional security and the need for the 
fence in Israel has never been more 
clear. I am sick and tired of the whin-
ing and hypocrisy of many around the 
world who have built their own fences, 
built their own walls for thousands of 
years, and now want to stop Israel from 
defending itself.

Shortly after achieving independence in 
1948, the newly formed State of Israel was set 
upon by its Arab neighbors. Despite an over-
whelming opposing force, the fledgling country 
defeated its attackers. Since that time, Israel 
has been buffeted by harassment and vio-
lence in varying degrees of intensity. In each 
attack, whether by neighboring states or ter-
rorist groups, Israel has admirably safe-
guarded its people and defended its borders. 

While Israel has long worked to protect its 
people, Palestinian Arabs have only recently 
shown a willingness to dismantle terrorist net-
works and confiscate illegal weapons. Unfortu-
nately, whether through complete duplicity or 
half-hearted enforcement of their commit-
ments, terrorist attacks against Israelis con-
tinue. Regrettably, there is no sign of any seri-
ous effort on the part of the Palestinian Au-
thority to take any action against terrorists. 

Since September 2000, Palestinian terrorists 
have launched more than 18,000 attacks, kill-
ing more than 800 Israelis and wounding 
5,600. Such a high number of attacks seem 
inconsistent with the Palestinian Authority’s 

commitment under the Oslo Accords and 
Road Map to curb terrorist activities. Without a 
true partner in peace, Israel alone has been 
left to defend itself. 

One of the best methods of protecting the 
citizens of Israel is the security fence. In the 
last three years, not one of the 122 homicide 
bombers that killed 454 people in Israel infil-
trated from Gaza. Gaza is separated from 
Israel by a security fence. 

Despite the proven effectiveness of the 
Gaza security fence, Israel’s recent decision to 
build a similar security fence around the West 
Bank has been roundly criticized. In an effort 
to half the construction of the fence, a suit has 
been filed in the International Court of Justice. 
This case is unprecedented in the history of 
the court. The court was set up to adjudicate 
international disputes between two members 
of the United Nations. In this case, the dispute 
is not between two U.N. members—the Pales-
tinian Authority is not a member of the United 
States. The actual U.N. member involved, 
Israel, has not agreed to the hearing. 

This case falls squarely within Israel’s do-
mestic jurisdiction which demands that the 
government protect its citizens. Highlighting 
this necessity was the bombing of a Jeru-
salem bus that killed 8 and injured 60. This 
homicide bombing occurred just before the 
International Court began hearing the case 
against the fence. The need for additional se-
curity and the need for the fence has never 
been more clear. 

Opponents argue that the fence poses 
undue hardship to Palestinian Arabs by lim-
iting their employment opportunities or sepa-
rating them from other Arabs and each other. 
Certainly, the fence poses a hardship to Pal-
estinian Arabs. The extra security will un-
doubtedly cause difficulties when moving from 
the West Bank into Israel but the Israeli gov-
ernment has done its best to be as accommo-
dating as possible. In most places, the fence 
follows the pre-1967 border. Israel has pro-
vided passageways for Palestinian Arab farm-
ers to tend their fields, replanted trees up-
rooted by fence construction, and protected a 
water reservoir used by West Bank farmers. In 
recent days, Israel has shortened the fence 
citing among its considerations the impact on 
Palestinian Arabs living near the fence. 

As obliging as Israel has been in con-
structing the security fence, Israel should 
never be forced to sacrifice its security for 
convenience. Palestinian Arabs tired of Israel’s 
security measures need only demand that 
their leaders live up to their commitments to 
rein in terrorist groups based in the West Bank 
and Gaza. 

It is unfortunate that opponents denounce 
Israel for protecting itself while ignoring the 
terrorist attacks that precipitated the need for 
the fence. At $1.6 million per mile, I am sure 
that Israel would prefer to spend its money 
elsewhere. Unfortunately, the current level of 
terrorist activity precludes Israel from doing 
that. 

Israel does not wish harm upon its neigh-
bors. Since its establishment, it has only 
wished to live in peace. Regrettably, Israel’s 
neighbors have never shared this vision. Re-
lentless attacks have forced the Israelis to 
take steps that seem punitive but only serve to 
defend the State of Israel and its citizens. 

I applaud Israel’s security measures. Israel 
simply has done what the United States of 
America does everyday, which is protect its 
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citizens from forces that would harm or de-
stroy them.

f 

b 2030 

HAITI 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I come 
to the floor tonight to bring to my col-
leagues’ attention the extreme emer-
gency that the country of Haiti finds 
itself in with gangs, rebels, renegades, 
protesters, thugs, drug lords, in com-
bination and in different groups in dif-
ferent parts of the nation of trying to 
drive out the first duly elected Presi-
dent in the history of Haiti, President 
Jean-Bertrand Aristide. 

There are a number of activities 
going on here in the Capitol that are 
intended to move our government and 
national organizations and inter-
national organizations into an effec-
tive combination that would allow 
peace to quickly come to this belea-
guered nation where poverty, suffering 
and misery is so endemic. 

I begin my comments with an appeal 
to the President of the United States, 
and I quote from a resolution that has 
been drafted by our colleague from 
California (Ms. WATERS) which urges 
the United States to support the prin-
ciples of democracy and constitutional 
rule in the Republic of Haiti under 
which President Jean-Bertrand 
Aristide was elected and oppose any 
and all attempts to remove President 
Aristide from office prior to the com-
pletion of his term under the Constitu-
tion of Haiti. And that we additionally 
condemn the violent activities of 
groups of thugs, former members of 
Haiti’s disbanded army, and para-
military organizations in Haiti. 

This is an appeal to urge the Presi-
dent of the United States to make a 
statement, to break his silence and to 
let the world and the people of Haiti 
know that this country promotes de-
mocracy, respects the right to protest, 
but appreciates that free speech cannot 
be equated with violence and intimida-
tion. 

In addition, we are seeking to invoke 
the awesome prestige of the United Na-
tions through its Security Council 
which will be meeting tomorrow. We 
intend to communicate, Members of 
Congress, with the Organization of 
American States to urge that they con-
tinue their important work, that 
CARICOM be invited to offer assur-
ances; in other words, that we pull 
these international organizations to-
gether and make certain that our coun-
try does not by its silence give a wink 
and a nod to the violence that is going 
on there. 

Last of all, we appeal to our distin-
guished Secretary of State, Colin Pow-
ell himself, whose ancestors came from 
the Caribbean. We thank him for his 

negotiations by which he attempted to 
reach agreement, and he extended the 
time. It was finally at 5 p.m. this 
evening that the rebel opposition re-
jected and refused to continue any ne-
gotiations. And so now we ask the Sec-
retary of State in his wisdom and judg-
ment to move to a new and higher 
plane in trying to bring this matter, 
the differences of other groups and citi-
zens with their President, to a peaceful 
resolution. 

It is very important that we recog-
nize that the United States’ role in this 
is so important since we were promi-
nently involved in bringing a demo-
cratic election and a President to 
Haiti.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. KIRK addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. OWENS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. OWENS addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extension of Remarks.)

f 

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT 
SPENDING LEVELS OF ON-BUDG-
ET SPENDING AND REVENUES 
FOR FY 2004 AND THE 5-YEAR PE-
RIOD FY 2004 THROUGH FY 2005

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I am transmitting 
a status report on the current levels on on-
budget spending and revenues for fiscal year 
2004 and for the five-year period of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2008. This report is nec-
essary to facilitate the application of sections 
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act 
and section 501 of the conference report on 
the concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2004 (H. Con. Res. 95). This status 
report is current through February 6, 2004. 

The term ‘‘current level’’ refers to the 
amounts of spending and revenues estimated 
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or 
awaiting the President’s signature. 

The first table compares the current levels 
of total budget authority, outlays, and reve-
nues with the aggregate levels set forth by H. 
Con. Res. 95. This comparison is needed to 
enforce section 311(a) of the Budget Act, 
which creates a point of order against meas-
ures that would breach the budget resolution’s 
aggregate levels. The table does not show 
budget authority and outlays for fiscal years 
2004 through 2008, because appropriations 
for those years have not yet been considered. 

The second table compares the current lev-
els of budget authority and outlays for discre-
tionary action by each authorizing committee 
with the ‘‘section 302(a)’’ allocations made 
under H. Con. Res. 95 for fiscal year 2004 
and fiscal years 2004 through 2008. ‘‘Discre-
tionary action’’ refers to legislation enacted 
after the adoption of the budget resolution. A 
separate allocation for the Medicare program, 
as established under section 401(a)(3) of the 

budget resolution, is shown for fiscal year 
2004 and fiscal years 2004 through 2013. This 
comparison is needed to enforce section 
302(f) of the Budget Act, which creates a point 
of order against measures that would breach 
the section 302(a) discretionary action alloca-
tion of new budget authority for the committee 
that reported the measure. It is also needed to 
implement section 311(b), which exempts 
committees that comply with their allocations 
from the point of order under section 311(a). 

The third table compares the current levels 
of discretionary appropriations for fiscal year 
2004 with the ‘‘section 302(b)’’ suballocations 
of discretionary budget authority and outlays 
among Appropriations subcommittees. This 
table also compares the current level of total 
discretionary appropriations with the section 
302(a) allocation for the Appropriations Com-
mittee. These comparisons are needed to en-
force section 302(f) of the Budget Act because 
the point of order under that section equally 
applies to measures that would branch either 
the section 302(a) allocation or the applicable 
section 302(b) suballocation. 

The last table gives the current level for 
2005 of accounts identified for advance appro-
priations under section 501 of H. Con. Res. 
95. This list is needed to enforce section 501 
of the budget resolution, which creates a point 
of order against appropriation bills that contain 
advance appropriations that are: (i) not identi-
fied in the statement of managers or (ii) would 
cause the aggregate amount of such appro-
priations to exceed the level specified in the 
resolution.

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
BUDGET—STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2004 CON-
GRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN H. CON. RES. 95

[Reflecting action completed as of February 6, 2004—on-budget amounts, 
in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal year 
2004

Fiscal years 
2004–2008

Approriate Level: 
Budget Authority ........................................... 1,880,555 (1) 
Outlays .......................................................... 1,903,502 (1) 
Revenues ...................................................... 1,325,452 8,168,933

Current Level: 
Budget Authority ........................................... 1,875,397 (1) 
Outlays .......................................................... 1,894,792 (1) 
Revenues ...................................................... 1,330,756 8,375,403

Current Level over (+)/under (¥) Appropriate 
Level: 
Budget Authority ........................................... ¥5,158 (1) 
Outlays .......................................................... ¥8,710 (1) 
Revenues ...................................................... 5,304 206,470

1 Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 2005 
through 2008 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

BUDGET AUTHORITY 
Enactment of measures providing new 

budget authority for FY 2004 in excess of 
$5,158,000,000 (if not already included in the 
current level estimate) would cause FY 2004 
budget authority to exceed the appropriate 
level set by H. Con. Res. 95. 

OUTLAYS 
Enactment of measures providing new out-

lays for FY 2004 in excess of $8,710,000,000 (if 
not already included in the current level es-
timate) would cause FY 2004 outlays to ex-
ceed the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res. 
95. 

REVENUES 
Enactment of measures that would result 

in revenue reduction for FY 2004 in excess of 
$5,304,000,000 (if not already included in the 
current level estimate) would cause revenues 
to fall below level set by H. Con. Res. 95. 

Enactment of measures resulting in rev-
enue reduction for the period FY 2004 
through 2008 in excess of $206,470,000,000 (if 
not already included in the current level es-
timate) would cause revenues to fall below 
the appropriate levels set by H. Con. Res. 95. 
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DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION, REFLECTING ACTION 

COMPLETED AS OF FEBRUARY 6, 2004
[fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 

House Committee 
2004 2004–2008 total 2004–2013 total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

Agriculture: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 

Armed Services: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 70 34 70 70 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,805 347 15,155 12,742 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,735 313 15,085 12,672 n.a. n.a. 

Education and the Workforce: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 39 47 201 245 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 9 8 9 9 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥30 ¥39 ¥192 ¥236 n.a. n.a. 

Energy and Commerce: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ ¥170 ¥170 439 439 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,202 963 3,451 3,567 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,372 1,133 3,012 3,128 n.a. n.a. 

Financial Services: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 375 0 1,250 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥1 ¥2 ¥2 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥376 ¥2 ¥1,252 n.a. n.a. 

Government Reform: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ ¥1 0 ¥3 ¥1 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2 2 24 24 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3 2 27 25 n.a. n.a. 

House Administration: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1 1 3 3 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1 1 3 3 n.a. n.a. 

International Relations: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 

Judiciary: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 19 19 95 95 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 13 13 83 83 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥6 ¥6 ¥12 ¥12 n.a. n.a. 

Resources: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 24 24 522 342 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 28 28 165 165 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 4 4 ¥357 ¥177 n.a. n.a. 

Science: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 

Small Business: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 

Transportation and Infrastructure: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 9,256 0 41,134 0 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 6,425 ¥2 7,460 ¥126 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥2,831 ¥2 ¥33,674 ¥126 n.a. n.a. 

Veterans’ Affairs: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥77 ¥77 ¥1 ¥1 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥77 ¥77 ¥1 ¥1 n.a. n.a. 

Ways and Means: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 20,626 20,054 24,079 23,876 n.a. n.a. 
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 17,979 17,960 22,810 22,850 n.a. n.a. 
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥2,647 ¥2,094 ¥1,269 ¥1,026 n.a. n.a. 

Medicare: 
Allocation ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 n.a. n.a. 0 0
Current level ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 4,100 3,100 n.a. n.a. 392,000 392,000
Difference ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 4,100 3,100 n.a. n.a. 392,000 392,000

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2004—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS 
SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUBALLOCATIONS 

[In millions of dollars] 

Appropriations Subcommittee 

302(b) Suballocations as of 
July 22, 2003 (H. Rpt. 

108–228) 

Current level reflecting ac-
tion completed as of Feb-

ruary 6, 2004

Current level minus sub-
allocations 

BA OT BA OT BA OT 

Agriculture, Rural Development .............................................................................................................................................................................................. 17,005 17,686 16,839 17,633 ¥166 ¥53 
Commerce, Justice, State ........................................................................................................................................................................................................ 37,914 41,009 37,582 40,677 ¥332 ¥332 
National Defense ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 368,662 389,221 368,183 388,648 ¥479 ¥573 
District of Columbia ................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 466 464 542 536 76 72 
Energy & Water Development ................................................................................................................................................................................................. 27,080 27,211 27,255 27,263 175 52 
Foreign Operations .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 17,120 20,185 17,611 20,171 491 ¥14 
Homeland Security .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 29,411 30,506 29,238 30,007 ¥173 ¥499 
Interior ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 19,627 19,400 19,540 19,346 ¥87 ¥54 
Labor, HHS & Education ......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 138,036 134,766 138,987 135,069 951 303 
Legislative Branch .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 3,512 3,662 3,527 3,603 15 ¥59 
Military Construction ............................................................................................................................................................................................................... 9,196 10,282 9,316 10,247 120 ¥35 
Transportation-Treasury .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 27,502 71,360 28,116 71,873 614 513 
VA-HUD-Independent Agencies ............................................................................................................................................................................................... 90,034 95,590 90,774 96,404 740 814

Total (Section 302(a) Allocation) .............................................................................................................................................................................. 785,565 861,342 787,510 861,477 1,945 135

VerDate jul 14 2003 03:31 Feb 25, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A24FE7.031 H24PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H539February 24, 2004 
Statement of FY2005 advance appropriations 

under section 501 of H. Con. Res. 95 reflecting 
action completed as of February 6, 2004

[In millions of dollars] 

Budget authority 
Appropriate Level ........................ 23,158

Current Level: 
Homeland Security Sub-

committee: 
Bioshield 1 .............................. 2,528

Interior Subcommittee: Elk 
Hills ....................................... 36

Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices, Education Sub-
committee 

Employment and Training 
Administration ................... 2,463

Education for the Disadvan-
taged ................................... 7,383

School Improvement ............. 1,435
Children and Family Services 

(head start) ......................... 1,400
Special Education .................. 5,413
Vocational and Adult Edu-

cation ................................. 791
Transportation and Treasury 

Subcommittee 
Payment to Postal Service .... 37
Veterans, Housing and Urban 

Development Sub-
committee: Section 8 Re-
newals ................................. 4,200

Total ................................... 25,686

Current Level over (+)/under(¥) 
Appropriate Level ..................... 2,528
1 This advance appropriation was not on the list of 

accounts identified for advance appropriations in-
cluded in the joint explanatory statement of the 
committee of conference in the conference report to 
accompany H. Con. Res. 95. Still, since the provision 
has been enacted, it is included as part of the cur-
rent level for advance appropriations.

f 

EXTEND BAN ON ASSAULT 
WEAPONS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, on January 17, 1989, a gunman 
used a weapon like this one behind me 
to fire 102 bullets into a crowded ele-
mentary school in California. The 
weapon is the AK–47, and it is very 
good at what it does. It kills as many 
people as possible as quickly as pos-
sible. Before the shooting stopped, 34 
children and teachers had been shot. In 
less than 2 minutes, the gunman was 
able to spray the school yard with 
more than 100 bullets. America was 
rightly outraged. 

On December 7, 1993, another gunman 
came on a train on the Long Island 
Railroad. This gunman had large-ca-
pacity clips and was able to shoot and 
kill six people, one of them my hus-
band, and wound 21 people, one of them 
my son. It was at that time that I de-
cided that I would do whatever I could 
to reduce gun violence in this country. 

We were also having a debate here in 
Washington on having an assault weap-
ons ban, and I became part of that de-
bate. We were very lucky that when it 
came up for a vote, it won by one vote. 

But there is good news for criminals, 
gangs and terrorists. Soon they will be 

able to buy an AK–47 once again. Soon 
criminals, gangs, terrorists can go into 
any gun store and buy any kind of as-
sault weapon that they want. The as-
sault weapons ban expires this Sep-
tember 14. Some in Congress wish this 
issue would just go away, but Ameri-
cans overwhelmingly support the ban. 
Even 66 percent of gun owners support 
the ban. They support it because it 
worked and because it protected the 
rights of law-abiding citizens to own 
handguns, hunting rifles and shotguns. 
Once again, every major law enforce-
ment agency in the country has en-
dorsed the ban. The Supreme Court has 
even upheld a stronger version of the 
ban. 

But nothing will get done if Presi-
dent Bush refuses to add his voice to 
the effort. He has promised to sign a 
new assault weapons ban if it reaches 
his desk, but if his leadership is not 
here, and if he does not tell TOM DELAY 
to bring the bill up for a vote, it is 
never going to reach his desk. 

I have introduced H.R. 2038, which 
would renew the ban while closing its 
most gaping loopholes. I came to Con-
gress to fight for gun safety. I have 
fought for common-sense, effective gun 
measures, but too many of my col-
leagues seem beholden to gun pressure 
groups. Yet we know the American 
people want to have assault weapons 
kept off their streets. We cannot let 
special interests trump the safety of 
American families and our police offi-
cers. 

We have 202 days to renew the ban. 
Failing to do so would be an outrage, 
and the American people will demand 
an explanation in November. But there 
is something that they can do today. I 
urge all Americans to contact their 
Members of Congress and their Sen-
ators and tell them we want to keep as-
sault weapons off the street. We have 
got to band together for the safety of 
our families, our children and our com-
munities. This is something we can do. 

People talk about they never have a 
voice in government. I happen to know 
that having a voice in government is 
very important. Here in this House, 
how many times have we seen bills 
pass by one vote? Or fail by one vote? 
It is up to the American people to get 
involved in this. 

This evening we have heard so many 
of my colleagues talk about all the 
things that are going on in this world, 
budget deficits, medications that can-
not get to our patients. These are all 
serious problems. But allowing assault 
weapons back onto our streets again to 
kill our officers, to go into our schools, 
this is something we can do. This is 
something where the American people 
can have their voices heard. We out-
number the NRA. We outnumber those 
that are trying to stop this. 

Since I have been in Congress, I have 
always tried to uphold the second 
amendment, but this kind of a gun is 
only meant for one thing. It is to kill 
as many people as possible. It is guns 
like this that we are seeing in Iraq, 

Israel, Haiti. These are the kind of 
guns that are used to wipe out people 
as fast as they can. You are telling me 
a sportsperson wants these back on the 
streets again? 

Mr. Speaker, I will be back here 
every single week until the American 
voices are heard, and I will be here to 
voice those voices.

f 

HAITI 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LEE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight 
to ask the Bush administration why in 
the world our country appears to be al-
lowing a violent coup d’etat to occur in 
Haiti. Through a wink and a nod, our 
administration is allowing this vio-
lence to occur, and we must not stand 
for it. 

The democratically elected President 
of Haiti could be overthrown any 
minute. At risk, of course, is the safety 
of over 8 million lives in Haiti. We can-
not play politics with rebels and with 
thugs. They are trying to change their 
government through the use of force, 
not by democratic elections. We do not 
allow coups to take place in the United 
States, and we should uphold that 
standard for neighboring countries, 
neighboring democracies, especially 
one in our own hemisphere. 

Throughout Haiti’s 200 years of inde-
pendence, it has experienced 32 coups, 
but it seemed that the tragic cycle 
ended in 1991 with President Aristide’s 
first Presidential victory. After a coup, 
the United States helped restore then-
exiled President Aristide in 1996, and 
later he ran and was reelected in the 
fall of 2001. Tonight as we speak, Presi-
dent Aristide is warding off yet an-
other coup attempt and a potential 
civil war, and democracy is under fire 
again in Haiti. 

Two weeks ago now I wrote to Sec-
retary Powell and asked the following 
questions: 

One: Does the State Department sup-
port the democratically elected Gov-
ernment of Haiti? What practical steps 
is our government taking to support 
the democratic process? 

Two: Is our country supporting and 
sanctioning an overthrow of the 
Aristide government by giving a wink 
and a nod to the opposition? There are 
also reports that we are covertly fund-
ing the opposition. 

Third: Is it true that the Haitian op-
position parties and leaders have re-
ceived USAID funding? 

Fourth: We understand the Haitian 
Government made several requests 
over the last 2 years for equipment and 
training of Haiti’s police force. Why 
were these requests never responded 
to? 

Secretary Powell said, and I quote, 
‘‘We cannot allow thugs and murderers 
to overthrow the democratically elect-
ed government of President Jean-
Bertrand Aristide,’’ but now there ap-
pears to be a major disconnect between 

VerDate jul 14 2003 03:31 Feb 25, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00023 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A24FE7.034 H24PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH540 February 24, 2004 
the Bush administration’s words and 
actions. Their rhetoric says one thing, 
and their actions say something else. 

This Friday, prior to the inter-
national diplomatic team traveling to 
Haiti, members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus asked the administration 
to act immediately and prevent the 
rebels from taking over more cities in 
Haiti. We are awaiting a response to 
both of these letters. 

We are working to protect democracy 
in Haiti day and night, but unfortu-
nately people in Haiti are still dying as 
a result of rebel attacks, hunger and 
the like. The ongoing negotiations to 
broker a peace plan are failing, and it 
is not at all a result of President 
Aristide. President Aristide has shown 
good faith by accepting the Catholic 
bishops’ plan, the CARICOM plan and 
now this peace plan. 

Haiti is embroiled in violence. Armed 
rebels are burning down jails and pil-
laging villages, toting M–16s and M–50s. 
Haiti only has 3,500 police for over 8 
million people. It is only common 
sense that disarming thugs and mur-
derers and forging a cease-fire go hand 
in hand.

b 2045 

The United States cannot sit back 
and watch a country especially in our 
own hemisphere spiral further down 
into a state of turmoil. Bush must 
show some leadership and speak out 
against the violence and the disregard 
for the rule of law in Haiti. President 
Bush should speak out in support of the 
democratically elected President of 
Haiti and provide President Aristide 
the assistance that he needs to pro-
mote peace on the ground, allow free 
and fair elections to take place, and to 
uphold the Haitian constitution. 

How can we sit back and witness a 
violent attempt to overthrow a govern-
ment? Is this part of the Bush adminis-
tration’s regime change policy? 

Democracy in Haiti is in grave dan-
ger. Turmoil rages on the ground, in 
the streets, at the university, through 
the halls of government, and in the 
homes of Haitians. Haitians are dying, 
and it is apparent that the hope for 
peace is diminishing. 

If we believe, if we truly believe in 
the power of democracy and the poten-
tial for global peace, we must not turn 
a blind eye to our neighbor and long-
time ally. This is an urgent cry to our 
administration, specifically President 
Bush, to formally request a meeting of 
the United States Security Council 
with the hope of bringing the world 
community’s resources to bear in sup-
port of the government of Haiti. 

The United States must stop drag-
ging its feet and answer the call Presi-
dent Aristide made again yesterday. He 
said, ‘‘Should those killers come to 
Port-au-Prince, you may have thou-
sands of people who may be killed.’’ We 
need the presence of the international 
community as soon as possible.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, February 20, 2004. 
President GEORGE BUSH, 
The White House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Thank you for your 
Administration’s new initiative to resolve 
the current political crisis in Haiti. The Con-
gressional Black Caucus agrees that we can-
not allow ‘‘thugs’’ and ‘‘murderers’’ to over-
throw the democratically-elected govern-
ment of President Jean Betrand Aristide, as 
Secretary Powell stated on February 17, 2004. 
Additionally, we are pleased that the United 
States, France, Canada, CARICOM, and the 
OAS will meet with the Government of Haiti 
to discuss how we can work together to se-
cure the country, stop the escalating vio-
lence, restore the rule of law, and take steps 
forward to implement the CARICOM pro-
posal. 

There must be an immediate cease-fire, 
and as these talks move forward, we hope 
that the United States insists that all par-
ties lay down their arms and stop the vio-
lence. Haitians are dying every day, and the 
United States must do its part to guarantee 
a cease-fire, uphold democracy, and promote 
stability in a sovereign nation in our own 
hemisphere. Members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus agree that these emergency 
talks will be critical to ending the current 
violence. 

We respectfully encourage you to invite 
experienced, independent observers to travel 
to Haiti to monitor and observe the meeting. 
Thank you for your attention to this urgent 
matter. We look forward to working with 
you to help resolve this crisis. 

Sincerely, 
Barbara Lee; John Conyers, Jr.; Donald 

M. Payne; Bobby L. Rush; Sheila Jack-
son-Lee; Elijah E. Cummings; Maxine 
Waters; ———; Diane E. Watson; Greg-
ory W. Meeks. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, February 12, 2004. 
Hon. COLIN POWELL,
Secretary of State, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SECRETARY: Thank you for com-
ing to the House International Resources 
Committee today. While we ran out of time 
before I could raise my questions in com-
mittee, I enjoyed speaking to you after-
wards. 

As you know, conditions in Haiti are rap-
idly deteriorating. People are dying, and our 
own commitment to democracy is under 
siege. We have a moral and regional obliga-
tion to help one of our closest neighbors. 
Furthermore, Article 17 of the OAS Inter-
American Democratic Chapter requires that 
all OAS nations come to the aid of a demo-
cratic government under siege. 

I must say, Mr. Secretary, that our failure 
to support the democratic process and help 
restore order looks like a covert effort to 
overthrow a government. There is a violent 
coup d’etat in the making, and it appears 
that the United States is aiding and abetting 
the attempt to violently topple the Aristide 
Government. With all due respect, this looks 
like ‘‘regime change.’’

This situation demands sustained U.S. en-
gagement to promote democracy, yet dis-
turbing reports indicate our actions—or in-
action—may be making things worse. The 
opposition is well-funded and well-armed, 
even though President Aristide’s pleas for re-
sources to better train police forces have 
fallen on deaf ears. Yet, State Department 
officials have implied that President 
Aristide’s departure could be an option in 
solving the current crisis. How can we call 

for democracy in Iraq and not say very clear-
ly that we support democratic elections as 
the only option in Haiti? 

Since I did not have the opportunity to 
raise the following questions in committee, I 
would appreciate it if you could provide a 
written reply so that I might have a better 
understanding of Administration policy to-
ward Haiti: 

1. Does the State Department support the 
democratically-elected government of Haiti? 
What practical steps is our government tak-
ing to support the democratic process? 

2. Is our country supporting and sanc-
tioning an overthrow of the Aristide Govern-
ment by giving a wink and a nod to the oppo-
sition? There are also reports that we are 
covertly funding the opposition. 

3. Does the United States support the 
CARICOM proposal, and will we work 
through the OAS to broker a peaceful solu-
tion, not an overthrow of the Aristide Gov-
ernment? 

4. Is it true that Haitian opposition parties 
and leaders have received USAID funding? 

5. We understand the Haitian government 
made several requests over the last two 
years for equipment and training of Haiti’s 
police force. Why were these requests never 
responded to? 

Thank you for your attention, 
BARBARA LEE,

Member of Congress.

f 

THE BUSH ECONOMIC PICTURE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, we 
have much serious business to attend 
to on Capitol Hill these days. Many of 
us on our side of the aisle are deeply 
concerned about the Bush economic 
picture, how sad it is for most of Amer-
ica, including my State, which has 
struggled with very high unemploy-
ment for most of the Bush administra-
tion. The administration has fallen 1.8 
million jobs short of the promises that 
were made to the Americans and to 
this Congress to justify the first two 
massive tax cuts from the Bush admin-
istration. There are significant issues 
to deal with the national government’s 
fiscal health, the guarantees of an 
extra trillion dollars that was going to 
be available when the tax cuts were 
brought forward that the President re-
peated here in Washington, D.C., and 
out in the hustings. 

Now the administration wants to 
spend another trillion dollars in the 
face of hemorrhaging red ink to make 
these tax cuts that benefit a tiny num-
ber of Americans, those who need help 
the least, make their tax cuts perma-
nent. This is something we could de-
bate here in Washington, D.C. 

There appears to be no concern for 
the millions of Americans who are 
being caught in the payment of the 
millionaires tax, the alternative min-
imum tax, that was inspired because 
there were a handful of people who 
were earning $1 million or more in to-
day’s dollars that escaped taxation al-
together. Congress in its wisdom 
passed the alternative minimum tax. 
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Now it has turned into a voracious rev-
enue machine for the Federal Govern-
ment that is taxing 2.4 million Amer-
ican families, and that number is due 
to quadruple to over 12 million families 
in just a year; and if nothing is done, it 
is going to put the tax bite, extra 
taxes, on 41 million American families 
who will be subjected to the million-
aires tax. But the Bush administration 
is more concerned about making per-
manent tax cuts for those who need it 
the least, as opposed to dealing with 
the alternative minimum tax. We do 
not hear any outrage. That is some-
thing we should debate on this floor. 

Or remember the lockbox where the 
two candidates for President, was it 
just 2000, Al Gore and then Governor 
Bush, were going to lock up the Social 
Security trust fund to make sure it 
was available for future generations? 
Now under the fiscal policies of this ad-
ministration and his allies in Congress, 
we are borrowing every cent of the 
Medicare prescription drug benefit 
from the Medicare trust fund. That is 
something that is worth debating. 

The tax cut that is being pressed 
would fund the Social Security deficit 
three times over and avoid a disaster 
as the baby boom generation ap-
proaches retirement. 

This administration has refused to 
join us in the battle against the Repub-
lican leadership to extend unemploy-
ment benefits for workers who have 
had them expire. That is worth debat-
ing. 

Or the loss of manufacturing jobs 
across this country. It is fascinating to 
hear the administration’s one concrete 
proposal to increase the number of 
manufacturing jobs that I have heard 
in the last 3 years, and that is to re-
classify the people who work at 
McDonald’s, providing the service at 
those restaurants, that they are some-
how going to be manufacturing jobs. 
They are going to change the defini-
tion. That is worth debating too. 

But what is it that the administra-
tion wants to talk about? Not the false 
choices in Iraq that have put us in a 
disastrous situation on the ground and 
putting young men and women in 
harm’s way, not the deeply flawed pol-
icy where we are not following through 
in Afghanistan. They want to talk 
about gay marriage. 

I would strongly recommend that in-
stead of pursuing something that was 
brought to us by Republican judges in 
Massachusetts, we let the States alone 
debate the real issues and not deal with 
a Federal constitutional amendment 
banning same-sex marriage.

f 

HONORING JOHN REDDEN, 
PASCACK VALLEY’S CITIZEN OF 
THE YEAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor a distin-

guished citizen from the Fifth Congres-
sional District from New Jersey, which 
I represent. Mr. John Redden has been 
named Pascack Valley’s Citizen of the 
Year. 

John is deserving of such acclama-
tion for his many contributions to his 
community. He serves on the board of 
the Pascack Community Services. He 
has owned a Westwood-based business 
for over 20 years. And John, who has a 
wife and three children, has generously 
given of his time and money to donate 
to many community organizations. He 
has used his passion of sports to en-
courage athletic involvement in the 
community for having coached both 
basketball and baseball. 

I might add that John is a worth-
while recipient of this award not only 
for the many contributions but in the 
way that he undertakes them. He sup-
ports his community silently, asking 
no credit whatsoever for his charity to 
his community. He supports his home-
town organizations simply because he 
loves his neighbors and the community 
means so much to him. 

I commend John for his dedication to 
his community, and I ask my col-
leagues to join me in congratulating 
him on receiving this prestigious 
award.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MALONEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MALONEY addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

HAITI 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I just re-
turned from Haiti this past weekend. It 
was the third time I have been there 
since January 1. And I am on this floor 
tonight because I want to share in the 
most straightforward way that I pos-
sibly can that it is clear to me that a 
bloodbath in that country is imminent 
in spite of the fact that President 
Jean-Bertrand Aristide has agreed to 
the peace plan worked out by the inter-
national community. 

I went down to Haiti this past Satur-
day to be an observer as the inter-
national community, made up of 
United States, Canada, France, the 
OAS, CARICOM, and the United Na-
tions, presented a peace plan; and it 
was a tough peace plan. The plan called 
for three persons from the inter-
national community, these organiza-

tions, to select a council of wise per-
sons, of seven wise persons, who would 
then choose what would end up being a 
prime minister. First in the plan they 
offered the President, they said they 
would give him a name and he would 
either accept it or reject it. He asked 
them to give him more than one name. 
They ended up agreeing to give him 
two names that he could choose from, 
and the President accepted the plan. I 
was there. He accepted the plan. 

But the opposition has rejected the 
peace plan. They have refused to nego-
tiate. They also have sent a signal to 
groups of thugs and a newly formed 
army of exiled criminals that they will 
support the violent overthrow of the 
democratically elected government of 
Haiti. These thugs and the newly 
formed army, made up of exiled former 
military officers and criminals known 
as The Front for the Advancement and 
Progress of Haiti, commonly referred 
to as FRAPH, have murdered many 
people in Cap Haitian, and they now 
control several cities. 

For the last couple of days, these 
crooks, criminals, former military offi-
cers have been on television warning 
that they are on their way to Port-au-
Prince. They are now on their way to 
Port-au-Prince; and if in fact these 
thugs who are armed with very sophis-
ticated weapons, M–16s, go to that cap-
ital and they try to take the palace, 
there will be a bloodbath. Lavalos, the 
millions of people who support the 
President will be there to protect the 
capital, and this confrontation will end 
in the loss of many lives. 

It is time for the international com-
munity to come to the aid of Haiti. It 
is time for us to understand that we 
can avoid this bloodbath in Haiti; and 
it makes good sense to say to the oppo-
sition who refuses to come to the table 
that the game is up; that, in fact, if 
they want to be obstructionists, we are 
going to insist that they get out of the 
way so that we can move with stabi-
lizing Haiti. 

We simply cannot stand by and 
watch this situation unfold and not 
recognize that a coup d’etat is in 
progress in Haiti. Immediate inter-
national assistance is essential to stop 
the escalation of violence. The United 
States should work with the Organiza-
tion of American States, the nations of 
the Caribbean community referred to 
as CARICOM, and other countries to 
provide assistance to Haiti to stop the 
violence, disarm the thugs and death 
squads and protect the Haitian people. 

I have been in conversation with the 
State Department trying to urge them 
to take some action. I have talked with 
representation, the ambassadors from 
Canada, and have on call the ambas-
sador from France. I have talked with 
the OAS representative, saying to 
them somebody must take the lead in 
putting together the assistance to stop 
this carnage. It is quite unfortunate; 
and if there is a bloodbath, this coun-
try is going to have to take some re-
sponsibility in it.
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The man that is leading the coup 
d’etat in Haiti was born in New York 
and holds an American passport. For 
the life of me, I do not understand 
what an American, born in New York, 
with a passport, is doing starting a 
coup d’etat in another country. Mr. 
Andy Arpaid, Jr., not only holds an 
American passport; he owns 15 fac-
tories in Haiti, sweatshops. 

Unfortunately, we cannot continue. 
We will continue this at another time.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BISHOP of Utah). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. MEEKs) is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

(Mr. MEEKS of New York addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. PAYNE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
addressed the House. His remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.)

f 

AMERICA MUST STAND UP FOR 
DEMOCRACY IN HAITI 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, over the 
last several weeks, my constituents 
have watched the escalating violence 
in Haiti with increasing alarm. Their 
alarm is caused not just by the bru-
tality and the chaos of the revolt, but 
by this seeming lack of resolve of our 
own United States Government in con-
fronting this threat to democracy in 
our own backyard. 

While the President has responded 
admirably in dispatching envoys to 

seek a negotiated solution, I remain 
concerned that this push for dialogue is 
not matched by equal resolve to pre-
vent the violent overthrow of a demo-
cratically elected government. If the 
Bush administration turns its back on 
the democratically elected government 
of Haiti in this crisis, the President 
will lose any and all credibility he has 
on preserving the rule of law. 

By now, there should be few illusions 
about Jean Bertrand Aristide. He is not 
a paragon of virtue. He deserves an 
equal share of the blame, along with 
the legitimate opposition in Haiti, for 
the political gridlock which has para-
lyzed Haiti for years and prevented 
both political maturity and economic 
growth. But he remains a democrat-
ically elected leader, one of the few in 
Haiti’s two violent centuries of inde-
pendence. To turn our back on him 
would be to turn our back on the val-
ues America was founded upon, the val-
ues which have guided our foreign pol-
icy from Jefferson through Wilson, 
through Truman, through Ronald 
Reagan and Bill Clinton. 

Haiti’s political deadlock is no ex-
cuse for violent hooliganism. The 
forces creating violence in Haiti today 
are opponents of democracy. If Presi-
dent Bush fails to support the elected 
government against violent hooligans, 
the United States will forfeit its role as 
the leader in this hemisphere. How can 
our government lead in advocating for 
democracy in Cuba when we will not 
raise our voices for democracy just a 
few miles away in Haiti? 

The President’s initial efforts have so 
far been positive; but I fear that with-
out firm resolve, backed by a credible 
threat of repercussions, America risks 
losing her credibility as an advocate 
for democracy. The President needs to 
be more forceful in stating that he will 
not accept the violent overthrow of the 
Aristide government and that we re-
main adamant that we will only accept 
a peaceful, negotiated solution to this 
crisis. 

The President has outlined a bold vi-
sion for expanding democracy, free-
dom, and the rule of law throughout 
the world. But if the President will not 
even defend democracy in our own 
hemisphere, he will expose his vision as 
little more than empty posturing. 

I urge the President to take action to 
prevent the violent overthrow of the 
Aristide government and to preserve 
America’s leadership role in fighting 
for democracy and the rule of law.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Indiana (Ms. CARSON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. CARSON of Indiana addressed 
the House. Her remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. STRICKLAND addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

HAITI 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise with the Members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus’ Haiti Task Force to urge imme-
diate action to assuage the political crisis that 
we see in Haiti. 

I wrote a letter to Secretary of State Powell 
dated February 17 urging a more forceful ef-
fort to quell insurgents and to maintain democ-
racy and respect for the rule of law in the re-
gion. Haiti has long been suffering with dire 
economic conditions and the devastation of 
HIV/AIDS. But now, Haiti has reached a state 
of crisis. To date, more than 60 people have 
been killed in the rebellion that is quickly esca-
lating to a civil war. 

Humanitarian aid and military assistance are 
needed now given the threat that demonstra-
tors may thwart the delivery of food and other 
relief items. 

I and the other Members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus have consistently sup-
ported an active role for the United States in 
providing humanitarian and military assistance 
to Haiti. Many other Members of the House 
and Senate have expressed a willingness to 
support more engaged and aggressive peace-
keeping activities to prevent a full-scale civil 
war so close to our border and to head off the 
large exodus of refugees to our shores that it 
might precipitate. 

Secretary Powell made a statement earlier 
about Haiti, committing the United States to 
working toward a political resolution to the sit-
uation in Haiti. However, he expressed his 
concern that the ‘‘enthusiasm’’ does not exist 
for the United States to take a stronger ap-
proach. 

It may be necessary to use more forceful 
means in the short-run to prevent a humani-
tarian disaster. The United States must act on 
its commitment to upholding the constitutional 
process and the rule of law as the optimal way 
to maintain civil stability and respect for 
human rights in that region. We should sup-
port the proposal adopted by the Caribbean 
Community (CARICOM) in Nassau as a viable 
option to restore peace. 

As we work with the government of Haiti to 
explore the role of the international community 
in averting civil war, we must also start to look 
beyond the current crisis. For example, Haiti 
continues to be in dire need of food aid and 
medical assistance. The current unrest has al-
ready set off an exodus of refugees; and un-
certainty regarding the timing and fairness of 
the next elections is further promoting sus-
picions and instability. The United Nations has 
great experience in handling such issues. 
Even as we concentrate on quelling the vio-
lence, we must also think in terms of pro-
moting peace and stability in the aftermath. 

Operation Iraqi Freedom provides a strong 
model of what we should not do. Without reli-
able or corroborated information, we initiated 
aggressive war efforts and amassed large 
war-related expenses and lost lives of our 
brave young men and women. Former United 
Nations weapons inspector David Kay has tes-
tified to the fact that there have not been, nor 
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will there be found any stockpiles of weapons 
of mass destruction as possessed by Iraq. 
Nevertheless, our troops have been deployed 
and stationed in that region since the begin-
ning of the war, and the cost has been tre-
mendous. With the government projected to 
run one of the largest deficits in history, it is 
not enough to simply consider the cost of the 
war today; we must also consider how much 
money we will be spending on it for years to 
come. Although the stated cost of the war on 
April 17 was $34 billion, the actual cost was 
closer to $47.6 billion, due to the $13.6 billion 
we will be spending in interest. In addition, the 
cost of occupation is more accurately stated 
as $5.46 billion monthly, of which $1.56 billion 
is interest. 

With respect to the situation in Haiti, there 
has been a cry for assistance by President 
Aristide. The poorest country in the Western 
Hemisphere that is celebrating its 200th anni-
versary of independence from French rule with 
over 8 million citizens aided by a 4,000-officer 
police force has requested humanitarian aid 
and security forces. The U.S. contingency plan 
to deal with the massive refugee exodus that 
will soon occur is to send them to Guanta-
namo, Cuba, which received thousands of 
Haitian refugees during the last crisis 10 years 
ago, when a military junta seized power from 
Aristide. 

The exodus will indeed be massive; but we 
can avoid or at least ameliorate it by taking 
more forceful action to quell the situation im-
mediately.

FEBRUARY 17, 2004. 
Hon. COLIN L. POWELL, 
Secretary, Department of State, 
C Street NW, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY POWELL: I am deeply con-
cerned about the escalating violence in 
Haiti. Haiti has long been suffering with dire 
economic conditions and the devastation of 
HIV/AIDS. But now, Haiti has reached a 
state of crisis. The recent uprising could rap-
idly degrade into a catastrophic civil war. I 
respectfully urge you to move immediately 
to get humanitarian aid and military assist-
ance to the people of Haiti, in order to help 
bring about some safety and stability. 

I understand that you may feel there is no 
‘‘enthusiasm’’ at present for sending U.S. 
troops or police to Haiti to help quell the vi-
olence. However, I believe that the political 
will to address the problem is rising. We 
Members of the Congressional Black Caucus 
have long-been supporters of an active role 
for the United States in providing needed as-
sistance to Haiti. Many other Members of 
the House and Senate have expressed a will-
ingness to support possible peace-making 
and peace-keeping activities, to prevent a 
full-scale civil war so close to our border, 
and to head off the large exodus of refugees 
to our shores that it might precipitate. 

Furthermore, there seems to be a feeling in 
the international community and in Haiti 
itself, that some foreign intervention may 
now be necessary in Haiti. I hope that you 
will work with our allies and the United Na-
tions to craft a resolution to this crisis. I am 
confident that you will exercise your excel-
lent diplomatic skills to craft a political ap-
proach to promoting long-term democracy in 
Haiti. However, please also consider that it 
may be necessary to use more forceful means 
in the shortrun to prevent a humanitarian 
disaster. 

Please let me know if you would like to 
discuss this matter or if I can be of further 
service. 

Sincerely yours, 
SHEILA JACKSON-LEE, 

Member of Congress.

MORE HEMORRHAGING OF 
AMERICAN JOBS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the subject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 

begin this evening by offering the com-
ments of my colleague, the gentle-
woman from Cleveland, Ohio (Mrs. 
JONES), who could not stay with us this 
evening, but to announce her support 
of our efforts, or opposition, if you will, 
to the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement and her good work on op-
posing this agreement that will expand 
NAFTA to Central America and ulti-
mately lead to the quadrupling of low-
income workers, the doubling of the 
size of NAFTA and more hemorrhaging 
of American jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, President Bush last Fri-
day officially notified Congress that he 
supports the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement, that he plans to send 
it to Congress, probably sometime in 
May, and this body sometime after 
that will make a decision on whether it 
wants to pass the Central American 
Free Trade Agreement. 

It just amazes me, Mr. Speaker, that 
President Bush continues the same 
very much failed economic policies 
that he has promoted in this country 
for the last 3 years. 

The Bush economic policies basically 
are twofold: continued tax cuts for peo-
ple who need it least, for the most 
wealthy people in our society. Roughly 
half the tax cuts have gone to the 
wealthiest 1 percent of people in this 
country as we continue to run up huge 
budget deficits. That is one part of the 
President’s economic recovery program 
which has led us to a jobless recovery, 
or, more precisely, Mr. Speaker, a job-
loss recovery. One aspect is tax cuts for 
the wealthiest of Americans as part of 
his policy for economic recovery. 

The other part is to continue to pass 
trade agreements which have, frankly, 
shipped jobs overseas. That is why he is 
asking Congress, because he believes 
these trade agreements for some reason 
seem to be helping; but it is pretty 
clear we have lost lots and lots of man-
ufacturing jobs, to China, Mexico, 
south of the border, across the ocean, 
to countries all over the world. 

Mr. Speaker, in my State of Ohio, 
one out of six manufacturing jobs has 
simply disappeared since President 
Bush took office. That means that tens 
of thousands of Ohioans are out of 

work; literally hundreds of thousands 
of Americans in manufacturing have 
been thrown out of work. And it means 
something else: 30 or 40 years ago when 
we were in the midst of a recession, 
you figured most of those jobs, seven 
out of 10, statistics say, would return, 
people would get their jobs back. They 
would have temporary layoffs at a Ford 
plant, temporary layoffs at a steel 
mill. Seven out of 10 of those jobs 
would come back. Three of them would 
be lost forever. Other jobs might be 
created during a recovery. 

During the Bush recession and recov-
ery, they are predicting now only three 
of the 10 manufacturing jobs lost will 
return, and they have not even re-
turned yet. So we have this jobless job-
loss recovery, when the President says 
his tax cuts are working. They may be 
working for upper-income people who 
both get the tax cuts and now are see-
ing the stock market doing a little bet-
ter, only a little better; but they are 
not working for Ohioans who have lost 
jobs. They simply are not working. The 
promises the President made simply 
have not been fulfilled. 

The front page of The Washington 
Post today, a newspaper that has been 
pretty pro-Bush on Medicare, very pro-
Bush on Iraq, pretty pro-Bush on a 
whole host of issues, this newspaper 
wrote on the front page, talked about 
the Bush job forecast. 

With President Bush, every time he 
issues a statement, an economic re-
port, every time he introduces legisla-
tion on the economy to Congress, he 
makes predictions. He predicted there 
would be 3.4 million more jobs in 2003 
than there were in 2000.

Now, this prediction was not made 
before September 11, upon which he 
blames much of the economic stum-
bling, economic recession in some 
places, depression in others in this 
country. This was a prediction made 2 
years ago. 

The President said by 2003 there 
would be 3.4 million more jobs in this 
country than there were when he took 
office. You know what? We have actu-
ally seen a loss of 1.7 million jobs; 1.7 
million fewer jobs today than when 
President Bush took office. 

That is some kind of a record. There 
has not been a President of the United 
States for 7 decades that has actually 
seen a net loss of jobs during his presi-
dency. Herbert Hoover was the last 
one, and Herbert Hoover obviously paid 
a political price at the next election; 
and, more importantly, Herbert Hoover 
paid a historical price in that he be-
came the President that perhaps man-
aged the economy worse than any 
President in the last century, until 
this President, who is kind of com-
peting for the same kinds of records. 

The President also predicted a couple 
of years ago the budget deficit would 
be down to $14 billion. Well, it turns 
out that the budget deficit is $521 bil-
lion. So he predicted, way after Sep-
tember 11, a couple of years ago, he 
predicted a 3.4 million jobs increase 
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and a budget deficit of $14 billion. He 
got a 1.7 million job loss and a budget 
deficit of $521 billion. 

Again, The Washington Post, not ex-
actly a liberal newspaper, a paper that 
supported President Bush on most of 
his initiatives, the headline in The 
Post, ‘‘Bush assertion on tax cuts is at 
odds with IRS data.’’ President Bush 
runs the IRS; and still his statistics, 
even according to them, are inac-
curate. 

Now, we talked earlier about the tax 
cuts being the mantra. Whenever there 
are economic problems or whenever 
there are jobs lost, the President de-
cides to cut taxes. Well, he also talks 
about trade agreements. Let me talk 
for a moment, and then my friend, the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO), 
is also here and will join us and talk 
about some of these issues also. 

The President has said that he is 
going to bring the Central American 
Free Trade Agreement to this Con-
gress. If there is anything obvious to 
the American people, steelworkers in 
Ohio, lumber workers in Oregon where 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
DEFAZIO) is, paper mill workers, auto 
workers in my State, rubber workers in 
my State, tool and die makers in my 
State, if there is something obvious to 
all of them, it is they believe an awful 
lot of their jobs have been lost over-
seas, because we have seen this kind of 
hemorrhaging of jobs, shipping of jobs 
overseas. 

This week I was at a plant, Ohio 
Screw Products, in Elyria, Ohio, in my 
district, with Dan Imbrogno, who runs 
this company. They have about 70 full-
time and a handful of temporary work-
ers who punch out bolts and make 
products to be components in other 
products of all kinds, including some 
defense work. 

But mostly he has seen a threat of 
jobs going to China, a threat of jobs 
going to Mexico, a threat of jobs going 
further south across the southern bor-
der in this country; and he just shakes 
his head, as do the workers who I met 
with at this company over lunch on 
one other visit a few months ago, just 
shake their heads over American trade 
policy. Why do we keep passing it? Why 
do we want to extend NAFTA, clearly a 
broken trade agreement, to the rest of 
Latin America? It is not working in 
Mexico. Why should we double it in size 
and population and quadruple it in 
terms of the number of low-income 
workers? 

When we passed NAFTA in this body, 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
DEFAZIO) and I both opposed it in 1993. 
When we passed that legislation, that 
agreement, we had a trade surplus with 
Mexico. Today our trade deficit with 
Mexico is $25 billion. 

Now, President Bush’s father, who 
presided over a similar kind of eco-
nomic decline, although this one is sig-
nificantly worse than his father’s, but 
President Bush, Sr., said for every $1 
billion in trade, because trade entails 
usually manufacturing of goods, for 

every $1 billion in trade, we lose or 
gain 18,000 jobs. So, in other words, if 
you have a $1 billion trade surplus, it 
means you are making a lot of things, 
selling them overseas, for every $1 bil-
lion in sales hiring about 18,000 Amer-
ican workers. If you have a trade def-
icit, as we have, you see it go the other 
way. 

So we now have a trade deficit with 
China of over $100 billion, a trade def-
icit overall around the world of some 
$400 billion. All you have to do is do 
the math to see the kind of job loss 
that brings to our country. 

So the answer from President Bush is 
more tax cuts for the richest people in 
our country and more trade agree-
ments that hemorrhage jobs, that ship 
more jobs overseas? It simply does not 
add up. 

In a moment I will yield to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO). In 
a moment I will give some more details 
about what the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement actually does to our 
Nation, to our economy, and especially 
to manufacturing in my part of the 
country, where we are seeing these jobs 
shipped overseas every day, plant clos-
ings, layoffs, threats of more plant 
closings, threats by management to 
move overseas, so that workers see 
their wages stagnate or even go down 
with give-backs, all that happens with 
these trade policies; yet President 
Bush says we have got to do more of 
them because, frankly, I think that 
helps his investor friends, his major 
campaign contributors, the people who 
seem to have the most influence in this 
administration on economic policy.

b 2115 

Not working families, union or non-
union; not small businesses that are 
struggling, but the people that have 
the influence in this administration; 
not Ohio Screw Products in O’Leary, 
Ohio, but are the large companies that 
gain from the trade agreements, they 
gain profits as they shed workers in 
this country. Those are the only people 
that benefit. It is President Bush and 
his campaign kitty and those compa-
nies, those executives and those inves-
tors that shift jobs overseas and pad 
their pockets and make bigger profits 
and get bigger bonuses. 

I yield to my friend, the gentleman 
from Oregon, who is holding one of his 
favorite books there that can tell more 
than I know. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. This is a 
must read for every American who is 
concerned about the future of our 
country, whether we will continue to 
be the leading industrial power in the 
world, whether there will be a future 
for Social Security, what will the rules 
of trade be and what are the objectives. 
This is the economic report of the 
President. 

Now, we have to give the President’s 
Chair of his Board of Economic Advi-
sors, Council of Economic Advisors ap-
pointed by the President, full con-

fidence of the President, we have to 
give him some credit, because he is dis-
tressingly honest. In this book on page 
229, he talks about the fact that one of 
the great benefits of trade is that when 
a good or service is produced more 
cheaply abroad, it makes more sense to 
import it than to make or provide it 
domestically. Of course he does not 
deal with the fact that Chinese labor is 
oppressed and abused, that they have 
no protections in their workplace. Ba-
sically if someone gets their arm torn 
off operating a machine in China, they 
drag him away from the machine and 
put a new worker there, and then, after 
that, they might tend to some basic 
first aid before they send that person 
home or to the graveyard, but there 
are no benefits or significant health 
care provided. So they are recom-
mending that the U.S. workers should 
somehow have to compete with this. 

Now, it would be one thing if this was 
sort of a self-generated thing on the 
part of China or Mexico or any one of 
these other countries that are stealing 
our jobs. But guess what? It is being 
done with U.S. capital which are being 
subsidized with our tax cuts. Not only 
are we borrowing money from the So-
cial Security Trust Fund to give to the 
wealthiest of Americans in tax cuts, we 
are also borrowing money, given our 
deficit situation, to subsidize the larg-
est corporations in the world through 
OPIC, the Overseas Private Investment 
Council, and others, to export Amer-
ican jobs. 

Now, I mean, I think that is one 
place where conservatives, who are 
against government subsidies, and pro-
gressives, who are against undermining 
the U.S. economy and the wage and 
labor standards of Americans and our 
standard of living as a whole and our 
industrial infrastructure, have some 
grounds for agreement. Let us at least 
repeal the taxpayer subsidies, the bor-
rowed money that is subsidizing these 
corporations to export jobs overseas. 

But again, Mr. Mankiw, the Presi-
dent’s chief economic adviser, in his of-
ficial report to the American people 
this year, the economic report of the 
President, he says, shipping jobs to 
low-cost countries is the latest mani-
festation of the gains from trade that 
economists have talked about for cen-
turies. 

Now, we have to wonder what that 
gain is, how illusory it is, when the 
American middle class is being dev-
astated by these exports. A few years 
ago when the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) and I opposed NAFTA, 
they said, oh, you Congressmen, you 
are like dinosaurs. You want to protect 
those old, inefficient manufacturing 
jobs. Do not worry, it will just be the 
low-skilled jobs that go to Mexico. 
Well, of course, that was a lie, and 
what we found out was that most of the 
major U.S. auto manufacturers were 
willing to invest in state-of-the-art 
plants in Mexico to access that cheap 
labor, and then reimport those vehicles 
into the U.S. And guess what? The 
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price did not go down for U.S. con-
sumers, but many U.S. families, those 
who used to be able to buy the product 
because they worked in the factories, 
could not afford to buy that product 
anymore. 

But then as things evolved, and the 
trade deficit began to accelerate over 
this last decade; when I introduced leg-
islation to establish the U.S. Trade 
Deficit Review Commission in 1997, the 
trade deficit was $111 billion. It is al-
most quaint today. We are talking 
about $500 billion. We are going to bor-
row a half a trillion dollars to finance 
the purchase of goods overseas by 
Americans. We are going to borrow an-
other $700 billion to run the Govern-
ment of the United States and to give 
tax cuts to the wealthiest of Ameri-
cans. And a substantial amount of this 
money, almost all of the $500 billion 
and 40 percent of the $700 billion, is 
going to come from overseas. We are 
giving unbelievable leverage to those 
bastions of democracy like China, who 
is now the largest holder of U.S. debt, 
and others who may not have the best 
interests of the American workers or 
our economy in mind. But in any case, 
Mr. Mankiw thinks this is just fine. 

Now, the President has tried to back 
away from this a little bit. He did that 
famous press event in front of a bunch 
of boxes which they had to repaint. Ac-
tually they said, oh, it was just an 
overzealous intern from the White 
House at one of his unbelievable staged 
press events that cost an average of 
$400,000 each paid for by the American 
taxpayers, of course; the boxes, when 
he went to this one particular plant, 
all said ‘‘Made in China’’ on them, but 
he wanted to talk about American jobs; 
a little embarrassing. So this, of 
course, intern, with no direction from 
the political staff at the White House 
or anybody else, somehow came up 
with all new labels to run through and 
label them all ‘‘Made in the U.S.,’’ of 
course another lie. 

So what they are doing, Mr. Mankiw 
is an unbelievably honest man, because 
he admits that they are exporting jobs, 
and they think that is good because it 
makes a few people rich and just im-
poverishes a majority of the people in 
this country, and deprives them of 
their livelihoods, and undermines the 
industrial and economic might of our 
country; but the President is trying to 
pretend that he does not really believe 
in this stuff, but I guess why is his sig-
nature on page 4 if he does not really 
believe in it? There it is, the Presi-
dent’s signature on this report, basi-
cally endorsing these policies. 

We cannot continue this way. Do we 
know what that means? Let us break it 
down a little bit, and then I will yield 
back to the gentleman. Our current 
trade deficit, that is the amount of 
money we are borrowing from overseas 
to finance the purchase of goods, many 
of those goods manufactured by for-
merly U.S.-based corporations that 
have now seen fit to chase cheap labor 
and lack of environmental standards 

and other things overseas, is $1.5 bil-
lion a day. Mr. Speaker, $1.5 thousand 
million a day. 

Now, how is that sustainable? That is 
$1 million per minute of U.S. wealth 
that is flooding overseas, giving unbe-
lievable leverage to foreign govern-
ments over the U.S. dollar. 

Just one last point on this, and then 
I am certain we will get on to other 
things. What do the economists say? 
Oh, do not worry, it has always been 
this way. What will happen is the U.S. 
dollar will decline, our goods will be-
come cheaper, and then we will begin 
exporting again. But as I said to a 
number of these economists, none of 
whom can answer this question, I said, 
I understand how that used to work 
when we made things, but when we do 
not make things anymore, how does 
that work? If the dollar gets cheaper, 
then all of those imported goods we are 
buying become more expensive. We will 
see inflation in the United States. We 
will see the dollar continue to drop. We 
will see higher interest rates in the 
United States. We will see the dollar 
continue to drop. 

We are headed toward an incredible 
economic train wreck here. And the 
chief engineer, George Bush, who 
signed this report, thinks it is just 
fine. Because guess what? A few tens of 
thousands of people, CEOs, his buddies, 
his principal campaign contributors, 
they are all going to make out like 
bandits. The profits are up. Wall 
Street’s profits are up. We are just hav-
ing this little problem called a jobless 
recovery; jobless because those jobs 
have been exported. The means of the 
production has been exported. The in-
dustrial might of this country has been 
exported. And I would say to the hawks 
on that side of the aisle, in fact, you 
are exporting the capability of defend-
ing the United States in the future 
against adversaries around the world. 

With that, I am happy to yield back 
to the gentleman for a little further 
discourse on this. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman. We think about 
this. He mentioned when he introduced 
his idea to better monitor and study 
and pay attention to, if you will, focus, 
on the trade deficit, how it has gone up 
since 1997. The trade deficit for the en-
tire year of 1992 was smaller than the 
trade deficit, or was about equivalent 
in 1992 to the trade deficit for 1 month 
last month. We had a trade deficit of 
about $40 billion a dozen years ago. We 
have a trade deficit in excess of $40 bil-
lion a month now. I mean, that is what 
that means. 

But more importantly, as the gen-
tleman from Oregon pointed out, what 
that really means is that we are con-
tinuing to get further and further in 
debt as a Nation to foreign investors, 
to investors in other countries. That 
means that the Chinese, with their $100 
billion a year in U.S. currency, the 
trade surplus they have with our coun-
try, the fact that they sell us so much 
more than we buy from them, the Chi-

nese take that $100 billion and are be-
ginning to buy up a lot of scrap steel in 
the United States, driving up prices of 
steel, of scrap for U.S. manufacturers, 
making it harder for them to compete. 

They are also buying energy compa-
nies in the United States, again driving 
up the cost of natural gas for American 
manufacturers and putting them more 
and more behind the eightball. 

And, as the gentleman from Oregon 
said, when the worm turns, as econo-
mists like to say in their ivory and 
their traditional economic theory, 
when the worm turns, and our trade 
deficit gets so overwhelming that even-
tually the value of the dollar drops, we 
begin to produce more to sell to them, 
our factories are hollowed out. Our fac-
tories are not manufacturing things, 
because so many of them are closed. 
They are not going to be able to retool 
just because all of a sudden prices are 
a bit higher. 

But what is disturbing about the eco-
nomic report that the gentleman men-
tioned, and then I want to yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND), who absolutely gets it on these 
job issues, partly because we live in a 
State where we have seen our economy 
devastated by these Bush economic 
policies, but what is disturbing about 
the economic report that Mr. Mankiw 
put out, the President’s chief economic 
adviser, and that President Bush 
signed, is that they really see nothing 
wrong with the direction we are going. 
So what, we have a huge trade deficit. 
So what, we have a huge budget deficit. 
Let us keep doing tax cuts that over-
whelmingly go to the most privileged; 
let us keep doing trade agreements 
that ship jobs overseas, in large part 
because profits right now are up for 
major corporations. So if the compa-
nies are making money, as the Sec-
retary of Labor Elaine Chao said, if the 
stock market is going up, then there is 
really nothing wrong. 

What is wrong, as Mr. Mankiw said, 
outsourcing is a good thing when blue-
collar jobs; white-collar jobs, phone op-
erators, computer engineers, computer 
programmers, when those jobs go over-
seas, I think there is something wrong 
with that, and it is mostly because 
George Bush and Mr. Mankiw have 
never looked an Akron rubber worker 
in the eyes, or never looked a paper 
worker in Oregon in the eye, or never 
looked a Silicon Valley in California, a 
computer programmer in the eye and 
say, yes, outsourcing is a good thing. 
Sorry about your job. Maybe you can 
get a job at Wal-Mart, or maybe you 
can get a job at McDonald’s. 

Speaking of McDonald’s, and then I 
will yield to my friend, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), in this 
economic report, something the media 
have not paid much attention to, and 
that is these economists, and these are 
not exactly people who know a lot of 
people who work in America’s fac-
tories, but these economists are having 
a debate inside the Bush administra-
tion on how to classify manufacturing. 
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Now, we have lost one out of six jobs in 
manufacturing in Ohio. We have lost 
literally well over 2 million jobs na-
tionally in manufacturing, and they 
are trying to figure out how to define 
manufacturing. 

Well, they are debating whether or 
not to define the fast food restaurant 
industry as a service job or a manufac-
turing job, because, you know, if you 
work in McDonald’s, it is not just like 
somebody comes up and orders, and 
you take it off the shelf and give it to 
them. I am not making this up, it 
sounds like it, but it is in the Bush ad-
ministration’s book, you have to man-
ufacture these hamburgers. You have 
to take the bun, you got to unwrap it, 
so you take the wrapping off, you take 
it out of the box, unwrap it, put the 
bun down; then you have to take the 
hamburger, and you have to chemically 
change the hamburger, it is a chemical 
process called cooking, put the ham-
burger on the grill, and put it on the 
bun after it is cooked. Then you have 
to get the cheese, and you might have 
to chemically alter the cheese because 
you have to melt the cheese. You put 
the cheese on the hamburger, and then 
you add a couple of things. You add a 
slice of tomato, so that is an extra ele-
ment in the manufacturing. You put 
the tomato on, unwrap the lettuce, 
peel the lettuce off the head, so that 
may be another manufacturing part. 
This is pretty complex; almost like 
making a Ford in Ohio or manufac-
turing steel or making tires in Akron, 
Ohio, used to be. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, people are going 
to think we are making this up. I am 
not making this up. But let us go to 
the source. Economic Report of the 
President, signed on page 4 by Presi-
dent George Bush and endorsed by all 
of his economic advisers, and it says 
right here: ‘‘When a fast food res-
taurant,’’ this is page 73, chapter 2, 
halfway down the page, ‘‘When a fast 
food restaurant sells a hamburger, for 
example, is it providing a service, or is 
it combining inputs to manufacture a 
product?’’ Well, we can erase that very 
embarrassing manufacturing job loss 
that George Bush has provided, the 
largest manufacturing job loss in the 
history of the United States, worse 
than the Great Depression, we can 
erase that in one fell swoop. All we 
have to do is turn to page 73 and say, 
well, of course, as the President’s chief 
economic adviser says, that is manu-
facturing a product. That is not a serv-
ice.

b 2130 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, re-

claiming my time, that means if you 
live in O’Leary, Ohio, and you have 
worked in what we used to call in this 
country traditional manufacturing, not 
‘‘Mc manufacturing’’ is, I guess, the 
fast-food restaurant category. I guess 
there will be two categories of manu-
facturing, traditional manufacturing 
and ‘‘Mc’’ manufacturing. It will be M-
c, with the arches, manufacturing. 

This is not really funny. It is kind of 
depressing that they would think that 
this is what we are going to, in the new 
era, the new Bush era, the new 21st 
century, that this is what we are going 
to call manufacturing; that these 
workers in O’Leary, Ohio, who have 
been in traditional manufacturing 
making $12, $14, $16 an hour, with de-
cent health benefits, with a decent re-
tirement, that they will lose their jobs 
in manufacturing, they will get an-
other job in manufacturing, working at 
McDonald’s for $7 an hour with no ben-
efits, with no health care and no retire-
ment. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman would yield, do not forget 
the farmers and ranchers. I had some 
cattlemen come to my town hall last 
week who say, hey, we are next. Not 
only was Canada a huge threat to our 
industry and not only are they bring-
ing in stuff that might kill the Amer-
ican people with mad cow disease, but 
the so-called free trade agreement with 
Australia, Argentina, other target 
countries in CAFTA, that is going to 
kill off the U.S. agriculture people. So 
we will import the beef that will be 
probably ground up overseas because 
that is value added, but then when the 
frozen patties get here, we will still 
manufacture them into a finished de-
vice which is, i.e., a Big Mac or a 
Whopper, we do not want to short-
change Burger King here and/or what-
ever you want to call it, and somehow 
we will prosper as a Nation by doing 
this. 

I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 

the point is that the Bush administra-
tion, the Bush’s chief economic ad-
viser, Gregory Mankiw, with the Presi-
dent’s signature on this economic pol-
icy, does not see anything wrong with 
the direction they want to take this 
country’s manufacturing: huge num-
bers of loss of jobs, reclassifying, un-
derpaid service jobs with no benefits as 
manufacturing for political purposes, 
making excuses, justifying this all in 
the name of this global economy that 
helps wealthy investors, i.e., helps 
Bush contributors but hurts workers in 
the U.S., hurts farmers in the U.S., 
hurts ranchers in the U.S., hurts work-
ers in the developing world but helps 
the wealthy of both countries. It sim-
ply does not make sense. 

I yield to my friend, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), who has 
been a real leader in trying to do the 
right things to restore Ohio’s and 
America’s industrial base. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I 
just want to say to my friends that 
what they are describing here is almost 
humorous, talking about the putting 
together of a hamburger as being a 
manufacturing activity, but it is seri-
ous because it represents deception. It 
represents an effort, quite frankly, to 
mislead the American people; and I 
hope they are listening tonight because 
this information is coming from the 
‘‘Economic Report of the President’’; 

and as my colleague said, it has got his 
name on it. So he is responsible for this 
charade. 

I would like to read just one sentence 
from page 25, and I hope unemployed 
steelworkers along the Ohio River, I 
hope those who work in the pottery 
and ceramic plants along the Ohio 
River, on the Ohio and West Virginia 
side of that great river, I hope they un-
derstand what this means: ‘‘When a 
good or a service is produced at lower 
cost in another country, it makes sense 
to import it rather than to produce it 
domestically.’’

Let me say that nearly everything 
we make in this country can be pro-
duced in another country at a lower 
cost. I was in Mexico about 2 months 
ago. I talked to a woman who works for 
an American company. She works 91⁄2 
hours a day, 5 days a week. She showed 
me her weekly check, $38. Nearly every 
job in this country can be produced for 
less cost somewhere else; and the 
President’s report says, ‘‘If a good or 
service is produced at lower cost in an-
other country, it makes sense to im-
port it rather than to produce it do-
mestically.’’ Apparently, they are will-
ing to give up the entire employment 
base of this country, anything to get it 
a little cheaper. It is a race to the bot-
tom. It absolutely is a race to the bot-
tom. 

I would hope the President would 
publicly renounce this report, disasso-
ciate himself from it, take his name off 
it. This is a report that is based on the 
theory of comparative advantage. If 
you can do it for less cost somewhere 
else, that is where we ought to do it. 
Where does it stop? 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman is making an excellent point; 
but of course, they are following ex-
actly the same rules, are they not? Do 
we not have a level playing field? Are 
they not required to provide health and 
safety, environmental protections, 
child labor protections? Are we not 
competing on a level playing field 
here? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. The answer to 
that is pretty obvious; but what is in-
teresting, I remember standing on this 
floor 10 years ago with David Bonior, 
who was the real leader on these trade 
issues in Congress years ago, and they 
promised in those days with NAFTA 
that only the good-paying jobs would 
stay and these low-end, low-wage jobs 
would go overseas; and over time in 
Mexico they would begin to have 
stronger environmental laws, over time 
they would make higher wages, over 
time they would have good labor law, 
worker safety, all of that. 

But as the gentleman from Oregon’s 
(Mr. DEFAZIO) questions intimate, ob-
viously these countries are not moving 
in that direction. In fact, we are seeing 
our country move in their direction. 
Our country move in their direction in 
terms of there are significantly fewer 
pension systems in this country, good 
pensions for workers than there were 10 
years ago, and particularly fewer than 
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there were in 1973 when this trade de-
bacle really started in this country. 
That was really a key year in terms of 
turning the way we did trade.

We have seen our pension system at-
rophy. We have seen wages stagnate in 
most of these 30 years. We have seen 
environmental laws and States played 
off against States, and the Federal 
Government played off against the 
Mexican Government to weaken all 
these standards. Food safety laws are 
not as enforced, and clearly our food 
supply is not as safe as it would be if 
these trade agreements would actually 
raise their standards. 

Instead of passing a trade agreement 
with Latin America to raise up their 
living standard, to raise their wages, to 
raise their workplace safety condi-
tions, to raise their food safety stand-
ards, to raise environmental standards, 
we are seeing pressure on our govern-
ment to bring those standards down so 
that we can compete with these coun-
tries. We should compete with them. 
They should compete with us, but let 
us raise living standards so ultimately 
they can buy our products, have a safer 
environment, have better food safety, 
have better worker safety and all that. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. STRICKLAND). 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, to-
morrow morning Ohio’s Governor Taft 
is going to be here in the capital city 
meeting with those of us who are Rep-
resentatives from the State of Ohio. 

The State of Ohio has been dev-
astated, absolutely devastated and es-
pecially my district that stretches all 
along the Ohio River, some 330 miles. I 
have perhaps the poorest, the oldest, 
and the sickest district in Ohio. I have 
got lots of veterans. I have got lots of 
unemployed steelworkers. And what 
does the President say to them? How 
can the President come to Ohio and 
own this statement, ‘‘When a good or 
service is produced at lower cost in an-
other country it makes sense to import 
it’’? What does that mean? 

We all have constituents and we are 
all concerned about our constituents. I 
am a little parochial in my concern I 
guess because I have got a lot of con-
stituents who do not have jobs, who 
have lost jobs. As a result, they have 
lost health care. They have lost nearly 
everything they have worked their en-
tire lives for, and we have an adminis-
tration that is encouraging the 
outsourcing of jobs to other countries. 
It buffaloes me. I do not understand 
what kind of thinking goes into a docu-
ment like this that is called the ‘‘Eco-
nomic Report of the President.’’

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, think about this: we 
have a President who is always at the 
beck and call of his corporate contribu-
tors. When it comes time to pass a 
Medicare bill, it is written by the in-
surance and the drug companies. When 
it comes time to pass Social Security 
privatization, it is written by Wall 
Street. When it comes to pass an envi-
ronmental law, the President gives us a 

bill written by the chemical companies 
or the energy companies. Issue after 
issue after issue. 

What we have really seen happen 
from the gentleman from Ohio’s (Mr. 
STRICKLAND) suggestion, what we have 
seen is as we pass trade agreements 
like this, making it harder for us to 
compete with Chinese workers, with 
Mexico, with Costa Rica, with El Sal-
vador, one of the things that happens is 
we have seen a stagnation of U.S. 
wages and a weakening of food safety, 
environmental standards, and worker 
safety standards. 

We also see in this body many of my 
Republican friends, particularly Re-
publican leadership, are trying to pass 
legislation with the President to cut 
overtime in the U.S., to cut comp time 
opportunity in the U.S., to weaken en-
vironmental standards in the U.S., to 
weaken food safety standards in the 
U.S. So what they are doing inter-
nationally is in a lot of ways what they 
are doing domestically. It really does 
not cause George Bush or Gregory 
Mankiw, as chief economic adviser, to 
lose a lot of sleep that U.S. wages are 
stagnant, does not cause them to lose a 
lot of sleep if there is a downward pres-
sure, a pulling down of environmental 
and worker safety standards, because 
that is what they are doing domesti-
cally. 

So when Mr. Mankiw says they can 
do it cheaper in other countries, that 
means they have got comparative ad-
vantage, so send them overseas. The 
only way that we are going to compete 
in this Bush new world is to weaken 
our environmental standards, which is 
what they are trying to do anyway; to 
cut overtime, which is what they are 
trying to do anyway; to end comp time, 
which is what they are trying to do 
anyway; to roll back food safety, envi-
ronment worker safety, wages, all of 
that. That is exactly what they are 
doing domestically. 

It is what these trade agreements 
will do internationally. And who bene-
fits? It is not the workers in Mexico. 
We have no axe to grind with them. It 
is not the slave laborers in China or 
the workers in awful conditions that 
are not slave labor in China, but the 
exploited generally, I was going to say 
young women, but really girls because 
they are not old enough to be women 
yet. We have no quarrel with them. 
They are hurt by these trade agree-
ments just like American workers are 
hurt; but the investors who fund the 
Bush campaign and the chemical com-
panies, the drug companies, the insur-
ance companies, they get their legisla-
tion through. They love these trade 
agreements because it means more 
profits and it means more bonuses for 
these executives. 

I yield to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I come 
from a State that back when we were 
fighting NAFTA, I was pretty lonely up 
there in the Pacific Northwest, and we 
were told, what is wrong with you, you 

are going to be a major beneficiary. 
The State of Oregon on the Pacific 
Rim, strategically perched just north 
of Mexico and south of Canada, your 
State, your people are going to be a big 
winner, but it turns out that we are 
one of the top 10 losers under NAFTA. 

As the gentleman alluded earlier, 
lumber and wood products are suffering 
because of subsidized Canadian lumber 
and wood products. The paper industry 
is seeing paper flee overseas to coun-
tries that do not observe any environ-
mental practices or controls, and then 
a number of other more high-tech in-
dustries have gone elsewhere. 

I sat next to a fellow who worked for 
Hewlett-Packard on the plane flying 
home a week ago, Hewlett-Packard in 
Corvallis. I said, what do you do? He 
said, I work in the ink jet division. I do 
engineering, design, and development. I 
said, God, that is really great. I am 
glad to see you are still working there. 
I was worried about those jobs. He said, 
well, no, actually, he said, my entire 
division was exported to Bangalore, 
India, last year. I am just working on a 
special project here in the United 
States, but my division is gone. The 
next design development, the next ink 
jet technology is going to come from 
Bangalore, India. He said they can get 
an engineer there for 8 to $10,000 bucks 
a year. 

Are we telling Americans they should 
go to college for 4 years, incur $50,000 
of debt to get a degree in engineering 
technology or whatever it is going to 
cost them to do it, and then they are 
going to work for $8,000 a year, raise a 
family, buy a home and all the other 
things that are a part of the American 
Dream? These people are killing the 
American Dream. That is what they 
are doing. 

There are a few people who are going 
to profit from it, and those are the peo-
ple that support them; and they are so 
insulated from it some of them do not 
even realize what they are doing to de-
stroy our country. 

One other point. Sometimes that is 
not even enough to say to an Amer-
ican, 4-year, 6-year degree, you are 
going to compete with some guy or 
woman from Indian who worked for 
$8,000. Sometimes it is not enought. 
You know what we also do? We are sub-
sidizing, the American taxpayers, 
through our taxes, are subsidizing the 
export of these jobs. Here is a short 
list: 

Motorola laid off 42,900 workers while 
investing $3.4 billion in China with a 
$190 million taxpayers subsidy.

b 2145 

In General Electric, 260,000 U.S. 
workers, while investing $1.5 billion in 
China, $2.5 billion in corporate sub-
sidies paid for by U.S. taxpayers. Insult 
to injury. Steal their jobs, destroy the 
economic future of our country, our 
kids and our grandkids, and charge us 
to do it. That is what they are doing to 
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average wage-earning Americans, be-
cause most of this is coming out of So-
cial Security wages, out of payroll 
taxes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
would now yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND). 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Ohio for 
yielding once again to me. 

I said a little earlier that I feel kind 
of parochial in these concerns because 
each of us represents, I do not know, 
630,000 or so men, women and children. 
I represent people who are desperate 
for jobs. Now, in a little town that my 
colleague represents that I think he is 
familiar with, Salem, Ohio, there is a 
company, the Elger Company. They 
make bathroom sinks and wash basins 
and so on. They decided a few months 
ago that they would go to China. That 
means that there are going to be lots of 
families without a job. 

A short time ago, although the com-
pany has not really closed the oper-
ation in Salem yet, that is going to 
happen this spring, I got a call from 
one of the employees there, and they 
had just gotten a shipment of goods 
back from China, and they opened up 
the crates, and guess what they had 
stamped on the sides of those sinks and 
so on? ‘‘Made in the USA.’’ The mold 
had not been changed, so they were 
forced to grind off the ‘‘Made in the 
USA’’ label. That is just an example. 

I guess in China they can make a 
bathtub or a wash basin or a toilet for 
less cost than we can do it in Salem, 
Ohio, where these workers got living-
wage jobs, paid taxes, supported their 
schools, gave to their churches, and 
cared for their children. They were 
good, solid, living-wage American jobs. 
But they can do it for less cost in 
China, so this administration says, oh, 
that is where it should be done then. 
So every worker at the Elger plant in 
Salem, Ohio, should know, and the 
community that depends upon those 
jobs should know, that this administra-
tion believes that is the right thing to 
do. As the President’s report says, if it 
can be done more cheaply somewhere 
else, that is where it should be done. 

If a cheap product is a cheap product 
or a reduced cost to the consumer is 
the ultimate good, then maybe what 
we are doing is the right thing. But if 
we believe that in this country people 
and the communities in which they 
live should have living-wage jobs which 
enable the workers to pay taxes, to 
support their schools, to contribute 
their taxes to the State and to local 
government, to be a fully functioning 
taxpayer. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. To buy the products. 
Mr. STRICKLAND. And to buy the 

product, absolutely. If what we want is 
a cheaper pair of blue jeans from Wal-
Mart, then maybe we are headed down 
the right road. But if we want a secure 
country, with stable families and se-
cure communities, we had better 
change our way, because we are going 
to lose the American way of life. We 

are going to lose the middle class, and 
we are going to lose the ability to con-
tinue to support the infrastructure 
that makes us uniquely American. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my friend for those comments. 

What is disturbing to me is that in 
this economic report, as the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) said, on 
page 4, signed by President Bush, this 
economic report put out by the Presi-
dent just this month says that there is 
nothing wrong with the way the global 
economy is operating. He said 
outsourcing is a good thing.

Mr. Mankiw actually said, as we are 
seeing some of the most highly-skilled 
American workers, radiologists, for ex-
ample, seeing their jobs threatened, 
Mr. Mankiw says an MRI or an X-ray 
will be taken that will be e-mailed to 
perhaps Bangalore, perhaps somewhere 
else, and read by a physician there who 
makes some minute percent of what-
ever the physician makes here, and 
then it comes back, because those radi-
ologists are not in as much demand 
today as they once were. He said, well, 
it is a question of comparative advan-
tage. Perhaps we just need to quit 
training so many radiologists. They 
cannot compete. We need to maybe 
train more general surgeons or more 
family practice doctors. 

Let me do a little tour around the 
world to show what the gentleman 
from Oregon said about how there sim-
ply are not going to be enough people 
to buy these goods. If a Nike worker in 
Oregon loses his job to a Nike worker 
in China, there is one less consumer to 
buy cars; one less consumer to buy 
clothes, because the Nike worker in 
China is not making much to buy any-
thing. 

Let me tell a quick story. About 5 
years ago, when Congress was consid-
ering the fast track legislation to in 
those days lay the groundwork to ex-
tend NAFTA to Latin America, which 
President Bush is trying to foist on us, 
I, at my own expense, flew to McAllen, 
Texas, rented a car with a couple of 
friends, drove across the border and 
went to Reynoso, Mexico. I went to a 
worker’s home who worked at General 
Electric Mexico, one of the largest em-
ployers in Mexico. The home of these 
workers were about 20 feet by 30 feet. 
They lived in a one-room shack: dirt 
floor, no running water, no electricity. 
When it rained hard, the dirt floor 
turned to mud. When you walked be-
hind the shack, you saw a ditch of 
human and industrial waste. Who 
knows what it was. Children were play-
ing nearby, as children will. The Amer-
ican Medical Association said that area 
along the border is perhaps the most 
toxic area in the Western Hemisphere. 

Now, as you walked through this 
neighborhood of these shacks, you 
could tell where the workers worked 
because their homes were constructed 
out of packing material, boxes, wood 
platforms, crates, whatever, of the 
company for which they worked or the 
supplier for the company for which 
they worked. 

We then visited nearby an auto plant. 
These workers at this GE plant in this 
home were making about $45 a week 
and working about 60 hours a week. 
But we went to this auto plant, and 
this auto plant in Reynoso, Mexico, 3 
miles from the United States of Amer-
ica, looked just like an auto plant in 
the United States, just like a GM plant 
in Lordstown, near my colleague’s dis-
trict, or a Ford plant in Avon Lake or 
Lorain. It was modern. In fact, it was 
newer than the auto plants in our 
State mostly. It was modern, it was 
clean, it was the latest technology, and 
the workers were productive and hard-
working. 

There was one difference between the 
Mexican auto plant and an American 
auto plant. That difference was there 
was no parking lot in the Mexican auto 
plant because the workers do not make 
enough to buy the cars that they make. 

You can go halfway around the world 
to Malaysia to a Motorola plant, and 
you will see the workers do not make 
enough to buy the cell phones they 
make. You can come back to this hemi-
sphere and go to Haiti and see that the 
workers do not make it, to a Disney 
plant, and the workers do not make 
enough to buy the toys for their chil-
dren they make. You can go back 
around the world to China and go to a 
Nike plant and see the workers do not 
make enough to buy the shoes which 
they make. 

Now, the lesson is this continued 
downhill slide with globalization. If we 
pass a Central America Free Trade 
Agreement, if Congress passes the Free 
Trade Area of the Americas, if Con-
gress continues the tax cuts for the 
wealthy and continues to allow the 
drug companies and the insurance com-
panies to sit in the Oval Office, with a 
Vice President who is still on the Halli-
burton payroll, I might add, at $3,000 a 
week, allows them to continue to write 
this legislation, we are going to have a 
country like Brazil, with a very 
wealthy group at the top and a bunch 
of people at the bottom that are not 
making enough money to buy the shoes 
and to buy the toys for their kids, and 
to buy the cars, and to buy the cell 
phones. 

If that is the society we want, then I 
guess maybe this report says let us 
keep doing it. But if it is not the soci-
ety we want, then we need to say no to 
the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement, and we need to say no to 
this economic policy that has caused 
some of the highest unemployment 
rates in the country, in Oregon, and 
has devastated eastern Ohio and north-
east Ohio where I live and damn near 
the rest of the State. We need to say no 
to that. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, when I lay this 
out to my constituents, they say, well, 
certainly the CEOs and others could 
not support that; they would not want 
to live in those communities or under 
those conditions or see those things 
happen. Well, the fact is today’s CEOs, 
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where there is still a manufacturing 
job, earns 500 times what a worker 
earns. It is only a couple of decades 
since the ratio was only 20. They do not 
live in the same communities. They do 
not live in the same world. They live 
on a different planet. 

They live behind gates in their man-
sions with their servants. Now there 
will be a lot more servants out there 
for them, and probably the cost of serv-
ants will go down, so this will be a 
great benefit to them. Of course, under 
Bush we can import those, too, or 
maybe Americans can work for those 
low wages. Their kids go to private 
schools, so they are not worried about 
what the gentleman from Ohio was 
talking about, the support for our soci-
etal infrastructure, schools and those 
sorts of things. 

They do not really need the police. I 
guess we have not gone back to private 
for-profit fire departments yet, that is 
probably not far away, but they have 
private security so that we do not find 
a lot of support from them for police 
infrastructure or first responders, par-
ticularly not with the administration 
cutting their budgets under the home-
land security proposal. 

And then when they want to go some-
where, they go to the private country 
club in their chauffeur-driven lim-
ousines. Or if they go further away, 
they go in private executive jets so 
they do not even have to deal with the 
deregulation of the airline industry, 
the overcrowding and all those sorts of 
things. But these are true inter-
national folks. They are talking about 
globalization and international trade 
and all the benefits. There are benefits 
for them, just not for the masses of 
America. 

Whatever happened to Henry Ford? 
‘‘My workers are going to be able to af-
ford the product they make.’’ We all 
did better under that system. We cre-
ated the envy of the world here in the 
United States. We created the largest 
middle class. Everybody did better to-
gether. But a few people got greedy, 
and now they have got their hands on 
the levers of power, and they simply do 
not care about the majority. But they 
might find ways to distract them with 
wedge issues, social issues, or some-
thing else to distract them from the 
loss of their jobs, the opportunity for 
their kids, the lack of educational op-
portunities, or the future of this coun-
try. 

I do not think the American people 
are going to be fooled for very long. 
They are going to demand changes, and 
we have to bring about changes. This 
trade policy is one of the most dev-
astating levers of power that they have 
to wield against the American system, 
against American workers, and against 
the wealth of this country, and they 
are using it ruthlessly. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
my colleague put his finger right on it 
when we talk about these workers and 
the way that they are paid. 

The key to our Nation’s success, and 
the gentleman mentioned Henry Ford 

before, the key to our Nation’s success 
is that workers share in the wealth 
they create. They are able to do that 
because we have a democracy. They are 
able to do that because we have a rel-
atively strong labor union movement. 
They are able to do that because of mo-
bility of labor, and a whole bunch of 
reasons in a free society here. 

When workers are more productive, 
as they are in the United States, as 
they increasingly get more productive, 
that means their wages should go up. 
They have not in large part because of 
the downward pull of these trade agree-
ments. In Mexico, for instance, and I 
remember David Bonior, the former 
Democratic whip, talking about this a 
dozen years ago, as productivity went 
up in Mexico, wages did not go up with 
them because they had a government 
that was authoritarian by and large, 
because they did not have free trade 
unions. They had government-con-
trolled, business-controlled trade 
unions. 

So do we want a country like that? 
Do we want a country where the work-
ers share in the wealth they produce, 
or do we want a country like a bunch 
of Wal-Marts, where the workers barely 
get minimum wage in many cases, 
rarely have health benefits, and often 
have to work off the clock while the 
Wal-Mart family, several members of 
the Wal-Mart family, rank as some of 
the richest people in the country? Bil-
lions of dollars have accrued to many 
members of the family, billions and bil-
lions, tens of billions to many members 
of the family, but the workers do not 
really share in the wealth they 
produce. 

That is a society that I do not think 
we want. We have seen that this coun-
try worked best, as the gentleman from 
Oregon mentioned, when workers at 
Ford got paid a wage where they could 
buy the cars, and workers all across 
the board were paid a decent livable 
wage that made an absolute difference 
in their lives. 

I go back, Mr. Speaker, to some of 
the promises we have seen in this ad-
ministration’s economic policy. Under-
stand again that the foundation of 
their economic policy is more tax cuts 
for the wealthiest people in our society 
and more trade agreements that end up 
shipping jobs overseas. That is the 
foundation of their society. It makes 
the wealthy, the Bush contributors, 
wealthier; it weakens and dilutes the 
middle class; and it is particularly hard 
on families barely making it. 

We are going to see more promises in 
the next 8 months, as we have seen all 
along. This administration promised 
3.4 million jobs. After September 11 
they made a promise there would be 3.4 
million more jobs in 2003 than there 
were when he took office. In fact, what 
we have seen is 1.7 million jobs lost. 
Again, more tax cuts for the rich and 
more trade agreements that ship jobs 
overseas. That is what the economic 
job loss is all about.
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President Bush at the same time said 

we will have a budget deficit of only $14 
billion. In fact, the budget deficit is 
$521 billion. We see these kinds of 
promises, and we will see them again. 
We see it in the new economic report. 
They promise 2.6 million jobs this year 
alone. Now they are backing off that. 
That is 200,000 jobs a month, and we are 
creating no jobs per month and we are 
still losing manufacturing jobs. They 
simply have not lived up to any of 
their promises. The only promise they 
live up to is a promise to their cor-
porate contributors that they will con-
tinue to do them favors, they will con-
tinue to enrich them with their tax 
policy, and with the new laws they 
make on the Medicare bill and the So-
cial Security bill and the environ-
mental bills and the energy bills. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND). 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN). The gentleman made reference 
to our former colleague, David Bonior. 
I remember when NAFTA was passed 
some 10 years ago; and David Bonior 
stood on this floor, as did others, and 
told us the truth. The other side told 
us what we now know are falsehoods. 
They told us if we pass NAFTA we are 
going to create more jobs in America 
and raise the standard of living of the 
folks who live in Mexico. They said it 
is a win/win. We know that manufac-
turing wage rates have actually de-
clined in Mexico since NAFTA, and we 
have lost jobs here in this country. 

This trade deal is only a part of the 
overall picture. The gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BROWN) pointed out we have 
an exploding budget deficit. A Medi-
care bill was passed at 6 a.m. after arm 
twisting and deals were made, and per-
haps even illegal activities, we do not 
know for sure, but that is certainly 
worthy of investigation; and it is being 
investigated. The fact is we now find 
out that it is not a $400 billion bill; it 
is a $534 billion bill, in part because 
there are no cost savings. There is no 
way to control the costs of prescription 
drugs in that bill because of our sellout 
to the pharmaceutical industry, basi-
cally. 

But I believe this trade issue is the 
overarching issue because we cannot 
deal with our health care problems; we 
cannot deal with all of the other prob-
lems that face us, funding education, 
prescription drugs for our seniors, car-
ing for our veterans; we just cannot do 
that unless we solve this trade deal 
that is bleeding jobs out of this coun-
try. 

I get discouraged sometimes, and I 
would like to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BROWN), what does the gen-
tleman think can be done to reverse 
this? What is it going to take to re-
verse this? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it 
is clear that either the President needs 
to change his mind, or we need to 
change the President. President Bush 
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came to Richfield, Ohio, on Labor Day, 
and to his credit, he created a job that 
day. He said he was going to start a 
new office called the job of the manu-
facturing czar. He promised the job, 
but he has not filled the manufacturing 
czar’s job yet. It is pretty clear when 
the President’s answer to everything is 
the same tired, trickle-down econom-
ics, tax breaks for the wealthiest peo-
ple and more trade agreements that 
hemorrhage jobs. If he is not going to 
change his mind, then this country is 
pretty clearly going on a different 
course. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, there is 
one exception to free trade. People 
have to realize who runs this adminis-
tration. There is one exception to free 
trade, and it is for the first time in a 
trade agreement with Australia. It is a 
prohibition on the importation or the 
reimportation of FDA-approved, U.S.-
manufactured pharmaceuticals from 
Australia, not because they are unsafe 
like the phony baloney they are giving 
us about Canada, but because they are 
cheaper there. That is in the trade 
agreement. What is that doing in the 
trade agreement if this is not all about 
big business and multinational cor-
porations? It is not about making 
things cheaper for American con-
sumers. If it was, why did President 
Bush insist on prohibiting the re-
importation of FDA-approved, U.S.-
manufactured drugs from Australia at 
half the price? It is not about making 
things less expensive and benefiting 
our consumers and our society. It is all 
about benefiting a very privileged few. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
STRICKLAND) and the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for their 10 to 15 
years of working on these issues.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today as a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee to express my concerns about the 
Central American Free Trade Agreement. My 
concerns regarding this agreement cover 
many issues such as access to U.S. markets 
for agricultural goods, textiles and apparel, 
rules giving foreign investors the right to cir-
cumvent domestic courts and sue countries in 
binding arbitration, and the failure of the 
CAFTA to include enforceable, internationally-
recognized, core labor standards. 

CAFTA will lead to the expansion of export-
oriented factories that are notorious for poor 
working conditions and exploitive working en-
vironments. Central America’s textile industry 
is one of the most developed in the region. 
Companies that hire mostly women aged 15–
25 at low wages and under poor working con-
ditions produce most of the clothing. 

One of the poorest groups in the region are 
women that reside in rural areas. In fact, 
women are the heads of greater than 8 million 
rural households. Support for the rural sector 
in Central America is reflected by the lack of 
investment in rural infrastructure, financial 
services and human capital in the region. 
CAFTA only exacerbates the problems of the 
financially vulnerable small and medium sized 
farms forcing increased impoverishment of 
rural women. 

Additionally, I want to discuss the effect 
these agreements will have on our trade def-
icit and how they will harm American workers. 

The City of Cleveland in my congressional 
district currently has an unemployment rate of 
13.1 percent. Much of that is due to lost jobs 
in the manufacturing sector. In fact, Cleveland 
has lost nearly 72,000 manufacturing jobs in 
the last four years. Additionally, in the State of 
Ohio, 18.8 percent of manufacturing job loss 
can be directly attributed to international trade. 
I anticipate that the most likely traded item this 
agreement facilitates will only be more U.S. 
jobs. 

Like NAFTA, the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement will cause shifts in produc-
tion from the US that will further engorge the 
already bloated trade deficit and lead to the 
loss of more US jobs. Both of these agree-
ments facilitate the shift of U.S. investments 
while doing little to increase U.S. exports. 
Even U.S. investors do not escape unscathed, 
because the agreements contain large loop-
holes that allow foreign investors to claim 
rights above and beyond those our domestic 
investors enjoy. The agreement before us 
today is taking us down the path of further job 
losses and I urge my colleagues to oppose 
this measure. 

Thank you Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance 
of my time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

IMMIGRATION POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 7, 2003, 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
TANCREDO) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, it has 
been an interesting time. I sat listen-
ing to our friends on the other side of 
the aisle decry the effects of 
outsourcing of jobs, which of course I 
agree, there is a significant problem. It 
is interesting to note also that during 
this entire hour when we have talked 
about jobs and when we have talked 
about the fact that American workers, 
even those that are employed, are mak-
ing less than they were before, that 
wage rates have been depressed 
throughout the country, which is unde-
niably true for people who are low 
skilled, and it is also the case for hun-
dreds of thousands of Americans who 
have been displaced from high-tech 
jobs because of the number of people 
who have come into this country under 
H–1B visas. And it is also true that we 
are facing a crisis, I think, in our sys-
tem and in our economy. The economy 
grows, but jobs do not. Job growth is 
not there, and the jobs that we are see-
ing being developed are jobs that by 
and large are not going to Americans. 

Recently California published a study 
which showed that although there had 
been a very marginal improvement in 
job growth in the State, when it was 
looked at carefully, it was found that 
those jobs did not go to American citi-
zens. They went to people coming here 
from foreign countries, aliens, some 
legal, most not. Those are the people 

getting the jobs. Interestingly, we did 
not hear a word in 1 hour of discussion 
about jobs, and the problems with 
outsourcing and the rest, not one word 
was mentioned by the other side during 
their hour here about the fact that im-
migration, massive immigration into 
this country, costs Americans jobs. 

It also costs American workers wages 
because of course this is a supply-de-
mand system; and the more supply 
there is, the more downward pressure 
there is on wages, and we see it all of 
the time throughout the country, but 
no one talked about that. No one dared 
mention the word ‘‘immigration’’ in 
this discussion of 1 hour about jobs. 
They want to blame it all on President 
Bush’s policy or the administration’s 
policies regarding outsourcing. I am 
certainly critical of the administra-
tion’s policy on a number of issues, 
particularly their immigration policy; 
but I ask people to be evenhanded in 
their criticism of what the problem is. 

I have had a bill now for over a year, 
and certainly we will reintroduce, and 
I will be interested to see how many on 
the other side of the aisle will sign on. 
It is a bill that abolishes the H–1B visa 
program. This is a program where sup-
posedly companies would be able to 
bring in people for a short period of 
time with very specific skills, skills 
that were not available here in the 
United States, no worker possessed 
them, they had to go overseas to get 
them. 

Now, we have to think about that. 
Really and truly, how many people do 
you think there are in the United 
States presently employed in the high-
tech industry or have been employed in 
the high-tech industry who would not 
be able to meet the criteria that we 
have established for these jobs, these 
certain high-tech jobs? I suggest very 
few. I suggest that American citizens 
are quite capable. I believe that we are 
producing enough people in our col-
leges and university system to take the 
jobs that may be available; but, of 
course, the difference is American 
workers were demanding higher pay, 
and so corporations began to look at 
H–1B visas to bring in cheap labor. So 
they forgot about the provision that 
said you can only bring people into this 
country under this particular visa sta-
tus that had special skills and that 
would go back in a short period of 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, guess what? Nobody has 
gone back. We have maybe a million 
people in the country with H–1B visas. 
Nobody has the slightest idea how 
many, if any, have gone back home 
after the 5 years were up that they 
were supposed to be able to work in the 
United States. I assure Members most, 
if not all, of them are still here. 

I have a bill to abolish that category. 
I do not think, no, I am positive there 
is not a single Member who spoke here 
for the last hour that is on that bill. 

How about the bill to attack the L–1 
visas status which is now being used by 
major corporations to bring people in 
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for the same reason because they will 
work cheaper? They are higher-skilled 
people. We are not talking about peo-
ple working in low-paying jobs. These 
are highly skilled people, and compa-
nies are bringing them into the United 
States under the L–1 visas status. 

Where are these people when we are 
talking about what is happening to 
American people because our borders 
are porous and our immigration policy 
is dictated by the politics of it and not 
by the economics of it, at least not the 
economics of workers in the United 
States, but certainly the economics of 
major corporations? In fact, no one dis-
agrees that massive immigration of 
both legal and illegal workers into this 
country is a benefit to employers. 
Cheap labor is a benefit to employers. 
Cheap labor is cheap to employers. It is 
not cheap to the rest of us, to the peo-
ple who pay the taxes for the schools, 
for the highways, for the housing, for 
the health care, for the incarceration 
rates. Those all get passed on to the 
taxpayer so that there can be a higher 
profit rate. 

I understand that every corporation 
wants to achieve that; that is their pri-
mary goal, and it is under our system 
appropriate that they should be seek-
ing the best returns possible for their 
investors. Then is it not, however, the 
responsibility of this government to 
try to do what we can to protect to the 
extent possible, without becoming in-
credibly protectionist and starting 
trade wars, but are there not things 
that we can do in this country to try to 
protect American workers? It is our re-
sponsibility to do so. 

Should we not be able to control the 
flow of immigration into this country, 
recognizing that that massive flow of 
immigration has an effect on working 
Americans, if not taking the jobs, cer-
tainly in terms of depressing wage 
rates? But nowhere in the diatribe that 
we heard for an hour was there one ref-
erence to this phenomenon, to the im-
migration phenomenon. Why? Why, be-
cause, of course, as they accuse the Re-
publicans of being tools of big corpora-
tions, big business, they forget that for 
the most part they are tools of polit-
ical subgroups that they look to for 
votes.
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It is a political problem we face. It is 

true that our side of the aisle caters to 
the business interests who want cheap 
labor. It is also true that the other side 
of the aisle caters to the immigration 
community and looks at them as a 
source of voters and as a political sup-
port base, and they are fearful of ever 
saying anything that might discourage 
that political support base. 

If you are going to talk about this 
issue, then you better talk about all of 
that issue, all of the problems that we 
confront in this country because of the 
fact that we have immigration policies 
and economic policies that are detri-
mental to American workers. 

This issue, the immigration issue, is 
certainly one that is contentious, cer-

tainly one that causes a lot of very, 
very intense feelings to emanate out of 
the Members of the body here, and for 
a long time an issue no one wanted to 
talk about. I would come to this floor 
night after night to bring my concerns 
to the body and to those people who 
were listening, but it was a lonely 
struggle. 

I am happy to say that things do ap-
pear to be changing, that American 
voices are being heard. Not too long 
ago, the President of the United States 
proposed a new immigration plan, one 
that although he said was not amnesty 
was, from my point of view and, I 
think, from the point of view of most 
people, certainly an amnesty plan for 
people who would be coming here under 
some sort of guest worker arrange-
ment, and all those people who are here 
illegally would be given the ability to 
stay even though they broke the law of 
the land coming in here. 

There has been a significant response 
to that proposal. Our office, my office 
in Denver and the office here in Wash-
ington combined over the course of 
about a day and a half or 2 days re-
ceived almost 1,000 phone calls after 
the President made that speech. Noth-
ing that has ever happened in this 
country, not the war, nothing, no pro-
posal for any initiative ever generated 
that kind of response. 99.999 percent of 
the people calling were upset by the 
proposal, were furious, as a matter of 
fact, at the President for putting it for-
ward. Some of my colleagues, in fact 
many of my colleagues, heard the mes-
sage because their phones rang off the 
hook also. Their e-mails came in by the 
hundreds and thousands, something 
that they did not expect. 

I do not think it was something that 
even the White House expected. I think 
that they felt the President could 
make this speech, move on, satisfying 
a certain constituency, hoping that we 
would pass the bill eventually in this 
Congress, and that it would be some-
thing of relatively little note. But boy, 
oh boy, oh boy, were they wrong. Peo-
ple noticed, and they called, and they 
are still calling. 

It is important, I think, for people 
who listen to this to recognize that 
their voices can be heard. I know it is 
simply a frustrating experience to pick 
up the phone or write a letter to our 
Congressman. Does anybody really 
care? Does anybody really read it? Be-
lieve me, you were heard. You were 
heard. So much so that I do not believe 
the President’s plan will even evolve 
into a piece of legislation that we will 
see on the floor of the House. If it does, 
I predict that it will fail. And it should. 

There are signs, as I say, that things 
are changing. Perhaps one of the most 
incredible things I have read in the re-
cent past that indicates that there has 
been a change in the attitude of the 
American people when it comes to the 
issue of immigration and immigration 
control, not just a change on the part 
of the American people, because, frank-
ly, that has been there for quite a 

while, poll after poll after poll tells us 
that 70 percent, maybe sometimes 75 
percent, of the people in this country 
say no more illegal immigration. A 
majority say they want a reduction in 
legal immigration, until we can get a 
handle on the problem. And it is a 
problem. 

For the longest time major media 
outlets would simply ignore that, as 
well as the Members of Congress, as 
well as the President of the United 
States, be he George Bush or Bill Clin-
ton, would ignore the fact that those 
people were out there and that they 
were telling pollsters how they felt, be-
cause we always assumed we could fi-
nesse this; that although people were 
upset about it, it was not their number 
one issue, and, by the way, we have 
this constituency we are trying to grab 
onto, this huge constituency, this 
growing number of people coming into 
this country as immigrants, and they 
will become voters, and we want to get 
their votes, and so we certainly cannot 
attack the whole process that allowed 
them to come here, legally or illegally. 
So we figure we can finesse this, and 
all the people who say in those polls 
that they are against it, they are going 
to say it, but that is not their number 
one issue, so they will let it slide. 

How did the major media approach 
this? Anyone that suggested we need to 
look at our immigration policy was 
xenophobic; at best xenophobic, at 
worst racist. That is the only way the 
media ever looked at it, because that is 
the only way they could explain how 
someone would stand up on the floor of 
the House or in a State legislature any-
where in the country, a city council or 
anyplace else and talk about the possi-
bility that massive immigration into 
this country could be problematic, and 
that we had to be able to control it, 
and that we have to know who is com-
ing into this country. We have to know 
how many, for what purpose and for 
how long. In order to call ourselves a 
Nation, that is a requirement, to be 
able to actually control your borders. 
That is a requirement. 

But the major media would follow 
the lead of papers like the Wall Street 
Journal that every single year for 
years on the Fourth of July would 
write an editorial saying that borders 
should be eliminated, they don’t mat-
ter anymore, they are insignificant, 
and they just impede the flow of goods 
and services. And, after all, the only 
thing that should determine that flow 
of goods and services and people, the 
only thing that should determine that 
is the market. And so borders are irrel-
evant, they said. They wrote that every 
year, year after year, on the Fourth of 
July. All of the major media in this 
country followed along. 

9/11 comes along, a lot of things 
changed, and one thing that changed 
was the Wall Street Journal stopped 
printing that editorial on the Fourth of 
July. It does not mean they stopped be-
lieving it, they just stopped printing it 
for obvious reasons. But something is 
happening. 
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This is a reprint of a cover story in 

the Los Angeles Times Magazine, Janu-
ary 25, 2004, by a gentleman by the 
name of Lee Green. This is really an in-
credible article, incredible because, of 
course, I think it is very profound, it is 
certainly well written, it is well docu-
mented, but it appeared in the Los An-
geles Times. 

The Los Angeles Times, I think if it 
had a logo, if it had a masthead, it 
would be of the three monkeys with 
their eyes covered, their ears covered, 
their mouth covered because they did 
not want to see, hear or talk about this 
problem. It did not exist in the Los An-
geles Times. Immigration was not a 
problem for the Los Angeles Times. 
They could go to their offices, their 
ivory tower offices, and look out over a 
sprawling city and think, gee, you 
know, I’m sure those people down there 
are having a great time and life is good 
for them, so as long as I don’t have to 
participate in any of this stuff, as long 
as I can get home easily, have my limo 
pick me up, and I don’t have to worry 
about a lot of these kinds of things 
that the poor trash out there worry 
about, then we can continue to think 
about markets as being the only thing 
that should determine the flow of peo-
ple. 

But, as I say, something happened. 
And so they agreed to publish this arti-
cle. I am certainly not going to read it 
all, but I am going to take excerpts. It 
starts out: 

By birth, by foot, by automobile, 
from every other State and other coun-
try, legally and illegally, people have 
arrived in California for decades in un-
relenting swells, human surf breaking 
steadily on a vast shore. Occasionally a 
big set rolls in and harasses State and 
local officials trying to determine how 
many new classrooms to build or where 
to bury the trash, but Californians 
take it in stride. 

You can complain, but what good 
would it do you? You can complain 
about winter, too, but it comes any-
way. We tolerate endless strip malls, 
foul air, contaminated runoff, window-
rattling boom boxes and the weekend 
crush at Costco and Home Depot. We 
remain composed in the face of run-
away housing prices, electricity short-
ages and crowded schools. 

But what we suffer even less well 
than crowded schools, the thing that 
makes even the most tolerant Califor-
nians realize that their cities have be-
come overstuffed, is the endless, miser-
able, stinking, standing traffic. In Los 
Angeles, in San Diego, in Sacramento, 
in the Bay area, freeway traffic sits 
like an automotive still life, then 
inches along as we fume in the fumes. 
On a roadside in San Jose after a fend-
er bender, a driver grabs another driv-
er’s small dog, Leo, and throws the 
helpless animal into oncoming traffic. 

This is what it has come to in Cali-
fornia. We live in the age of Leo. If pro-
jections through 2040 by demographers 
in the State Department of Finance 
prove accurate, conditions will only 
get worse, much worse. 

New residents continue to wash over 
California’s borders, but the State is 
neither attempting to restrain growth 
nor building adequate infrastructure to 
accommodate it. And the boat con-
tinues to fill. During the last half of 
the last century, an epoch encom-
passing most of the baby boom and, a 
generation later, all of the boom’s 
echoes, the State population grew by 
more than 24 million. The next 24 mil-
lion, more than the population of Illi-
nois, Indiana, Iowa and Nebraska com-
bined, will arrive more quickly, inflat-
ing the total to nearly 60 million with-
in 36 years. Barring the long overdue 
mother of all earthquakes, a tightening 
of Federal immigration policy, which 
is more unpredictable, by the way, 
than the earthquake, or the Rapture, 
California’s population, currently at 36 
million, likely will double within the 
lifetime of today’s schoolchildren. 

A close look at the numbers suggests 
that the 1990s began a pattern in which 
California receives more new residents 
each decade than it did the previous 
decade. The 2020s will witness the 
greatest 10-year increase in State his-
tory, and the number in the 2030s will 
be even greater. 

Come to California, Governor Arnold 
Schwarzenegger urged the world more 
than once in his State of the State Ad-
dress this month, but most residents 
are not happy about this trend. Even 
Senator DIANNE FEINSTEIN isn’t happy 
about the numbers, either. I find them, 
she says, very distressing, and I’ll tell 
you why. If the growth comes before 
the ability to handle the growth, what 
you inevitably will have is a backlash. 
That’s what drove Proposition 187. 

The Eagles were right: This could be 
heaven, or this could be hell, but the 
more closely you examine California’s 
plight, the more the heaven part looks 
iffy. No other State has so many resi-
dents. Texas ranks second, but with al-
most 40 percent fewer people. No other 
State comes close to matching Califor-
nia’s annual net population increase. 
During the next 25 years, the region is 
projected to grow by 6 million people. 
This is not exactly a formula for a 
Golden State. 

Immigrants, specifically Latinos who 
constitute the majority of the State’s 
more than 9 million immigrants, in-
flate the population not just by coming 
to California, but by having children 
once they are here. While the combined 
birthrate for California’s U.S. citizens 
and immigrants who are not Latino 
has dropped to replacement level, the 
birthrate for Latino immigrants from 
Mexico and Central America averages 
more than three children per mother. 

Changes in Federal policy since 1965 
have elevated the number of immi-
grants legally admitted to the United 
States annually from a few hundred 
thousand to more than 1 million in re-
cent years. California has long received 
far more immigrants, legal and illegal, 
than has any other State. It worked 
out well in some respects, cheap labor, 
ethnic diversity; not so well in others, 

social welfare costs, increasing pov-
erty. While the costs are significant, 
the benefits are so vast and varied from 
critical high-tech expertise to breath-
taking multicultural richness that 
anyone but an unrepentant xenophobe 
would agree that they are all incalcu-
lable, none of which alters the fact 
that immigration more than any other 
factor will probably determine how 
crowded and environmentally 
unsustainable California becomes in 
the years ahead. Immigration directly 
and indirectly accounts for more than 
two-thirds of the population growth 
nationwide.
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‘‘But DIANE FEINSTEIN says that try-
ing to stem the ever-rising count is not 
a topic of discussion in the U.S. Sen-
ate. Though the Earth’s population 
doubled to 5 billion in a mere 37 years 
and will more than double again this 
century, many countries, particularly 
in Europe, now have low fertility rates, 
relatively low immigration levels, and 
are losing population. In sharp con-
trast, the U.S., at more than 292 mil-
lion people, the world’s third-most pop-
ulous country behind behemoths China 
and India, will soon glide past 300 mil-
lion en route to 400 million before mid-
century . . . ’’ ‘‘United Nations projec-
tions show just eight countries ac-
counting for half of the planet’s popu-
lation increase between now and 2050,’’ 
and of course the United States is one 
of them. 

I will skip to the end of this here. 
‘‘Researchers at the Rand Corporation 
think tank,’’ and the Rand Corpora-
tion, by the way, is not known as a 
conservative think tank by any means, 
‘‘spotted these troubling trends in 1997 
after studying 30 years of economic and 
immigration data. Rand’s review con-
cluded that ‘the large scale of immi-
gration flows, bigger families, and the 
concentration of low-income, low-tax-
paying immigrants making heavy use 
of public services are straining State 
and local budgets.’ ’’ California, a $38 
billion deficit. Yes, it is definitely 
straining local budgets. 

‘‘The lifeboat keeps sitting lower, 
water spilling over the gunwales, provi-
sions stretching thin. Yet we keep tak-
ing on more passengers, and nobody’s 
doing much bailing. Is this any way to 
run paradise? 

‘‘Shall we just paint ourselves into 
an overcrowded corner and then see if 
we can figure a way out? 

‘‘There is more at stake here than 
mere comfort and convenience. Apply 
enough stress to any biological system 
and eventually it falters. ‘The economy 
is inside an environment. The environ-
ment is not inside the economy. Which 
is to say, the laws of nature will ulti-
mately prevail over the laws of eco-
nomics.’ ’’

He ends by saying, ‘‘But if the people 
entrusted to lead the State are not 
having this discussion, if they’re not 
grappling with these issues, then who 
is? That’s a fine thing to think about 
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the next time you’re stuck in traffic. 
Which will be soon.’’

It is a great article, much lengthier, 
of course, than I was able to state here 
tonight. But people can all go on line, 
of course, and pull it up. It is called 
‘‘Infinite Ingress’’ by Lee Green for the 
Los Angeles Times, January 25, 2004. It 
is a great article. 

There are astronomical types of 
issues to deal with here, enormous 
problems. Certainly they are issues 
dealing with the environment. I mean, 
this piece concentrates on that. What 
is the impact of massive growth rates 
in this country? Is it always good? Is 
growth always good? Some will benefit, 
it is true. Many will not. 

The President mentioned in his 
speech on immigration that we need to 
match every willing worker with every 
willing employer. That is a sentiment I 
know many of my colleagues even in 
this House believe in. It is sort of an 
admirable goal. We can say things like 
that, and at first glance we would say, 
sure, that is true, absolutely. What is 
wrong with that, matching a willing 
worker with every willing employer? 

The one thing that I can tell the 
Members that strikes me right off the 
bat that may be wrong with it is this: 
There are billions of willing workers 
out there, billions, willing to come, be 
matched up with millions of employers 
here in the United States who are quite 
desirous of obtaining cheaper labor. Do 
we really mean that? Do we really 
mean that we will match every willing 
worker in the world with every willing 
employer? Do we think that that will 
not have an impact on our society, on 
our system? Of course it will. And I do 
not think we really and truly mean 
that. At least I hope we do not, be-
cause, of course, there is a role for us 
to play in this body, and that is to con-
trol that flow. 

We hear all the time that there are 
all these jobs going begging, all these 
jobs that Americans will not take. I 
will tell the Members right now that I 
believe with all my heart when we have 
got 5.6 or 5.7 percent unemployment 
rate in a free economy, there is no such 
thing as a job an American will not 
take. It is just a matter of how much 
one is willing to pay to get the worker. 
And as long as we continue to import 
cheap labor, we will be absolved of the 
desire to actually provide a good job 
for Americans and will say that the 
better thing is to just simply have 
cheaper products coming into our 
stores. But it does require somebody 
here to buy those products, and we can-
not have an economy that is a two-
tiered economy of most folks living at 
lowest level and some folks at the 
highest, and that is, I think, a future 
that comes into view when we think 
about this kind of world, a world of in-
finite ingress into the United States.

Something will change. And I will 
not ask a question. I will tell my col-
leagues that I do believe that it is true 
that there are a lot of folks here even 
in this body, maybe even in the admin-

istration, who believe that borders are 
irrelevant, they are of no consequence, 
and they impede the flow of goods and 
services and, yes, people, and that soon 
we will be able to achieve a new world 
order in which there are no real bor-
ders, or if there are borders between 
countries, they will be like one that 
was described by someone I was debat-
ing from the Cato Institute, a liber-
tarian think tank here in Washington, 
who said, yes, we will still have bor-
ders, but they will simply be like the 
borders between Kansas and Colorado 
and Nebraska, of no real consequence. 

That is a world view. It is a world 
view held by a lot of people. It is not a 
world view I hold, nor one that I will 
accept without a lot of fighting, but it 
is something that a lot of people want 
to see, and that is why we can see this 
constant movement toward a world and 
a country in which the whole concept 
of citizenship is completely and totally 
obliterated, where it just does not mat-
ter anymore if one is a citizen of the 
United States, of Mexico, of Canada or 
anyplace else. They are just a resident 
of where they happen to be. 

We see cities in the United States 
passing laws, calling themselves sanc-
tuary cities, laws telling people that 
they really do not need to show us any-
thing except perhaps a utility bill to 
show that they are a resident and we 
will let them vote. One of those cities 
is not too far from here, College Park, 
Maryland, but they are all over the 
country. The State of Maine is pro-
posing that the State be the first sanc-
tuary State. 

Among other things, we would see 
these States and cities not cooperate 
with the INS, with now the Bureau of 
Immigration Control and Enforcement; 
not have their police forces, the State 
patrol and the local police, help the 
Federal Government enforce immigra-
tion laws, not that we do a very good 
job at it anyway, but they are saying 
the cities will not be allowed to do 
that. Four cities in my State have done 
this, have passed these laws. 

What is the end result of this proc-
ess? It is to achieve a place in which we 
are simply residents, we are not citi-
zens, that citizenship does not matter; 
that if one comes here across our bor-
ders even without our permission, we 
will give them free schooling for their 
children. We do that. If they come 
here, cross our borders, even without 
our permission, we will give them ac-
cess to our health care system. We do 
that. If they come here, we will give 
them access to our Social Security sys-
tem. We are proposing that. Even if 
they are here illegally, the President is 
proposing a totalization agreement 
with Mexico, saying that any Mexican 
worker who is here, even here illegally, 
after only six quarters of work would 
be able to be vested in the United 
States Social Security system. So we 
do that. We are proposing that. We are 
even telling them, as I say, that if they 
come here even without our permis-
sion, they can vote. 

So I ask the Members if one can come 
into this country as an illegal immi-
grant, an illegal alien, and obtain all of 
these benefits, then what is the dif-
ference between that person and the 
person who has lived here all of his or 
her life and is, in fact, an American cit-
izen? What is the difference? None. It 
does not matter. And that is a goal 
that a lot of people in this body want. 
It is not what I believe is an appro-
priate goal certainly, and one that I 
certainly will fight in every way I can. 

Not too long ago there was a bill on 
the floor. We were fighting over the 
budget for the newly created homeland 
security agency. I think we just had its 
first year anniversary here a day or so 
ago. But on the floor of the House when 
we were creating the budget for this 
newly created agency, I proposed that 
no city that passes these plans, these 
amnesty plans, these sanctuary city 
policies, would be able to get any funds 
under that particular grant system, 
the grants from Homeland Security. I 
got 122 votes out of 435. Everybody kept 
saying this is not the time or the place 
to talk about that, and it got very con-
tentious. It was about midnight on the 
floor here, and people got very upset, 
did not want to fight this issue, did not 
want me to even bring it up, kept say-
ing it was just a divisive issue. 

Why is it divisive? What in the world 
is divisive about it when we simply 
say, okay, there is already a law, it is 
already on the books in the Federal 
Government, we passed it in 1994. It 
says no State or city can impede the 
flow of information to the INS or re-
strict the flow of information from the 
INS. It is on the books. We have it. 

There is one little tiny problem. 
There is absolutely no penalty for its 
violation; so States and cities rou-
tinely violate it. And when I tried to 
say let us really take a tiny little pen-
alty, all I was saying at that point in 
time was they should not be able to get 
a grant under the homeland security 
agency if they are passing laws saying 
that they will not even tell the INS if 
they have arrested an illegal alien 
within their city boundaries. We could 
not pass it. We could not pass that 
amendment. Of course I will try again, 
and we will continue to tell as many 
people as we can about the Members 
who chose to vote against it, and they 
will have to explain why. 

I would love to actually hear an ex-
planation for opposition to that par-
ticular proposal. It is really fas-
cinating, other than to say we simply 
do not want to alienate our constitu-
ency. I have had Members to say to me 
on the floor, after maybe a little 1-hour 
thing like this, people say, You are 
right, Tom. You are right about that, 
but I am not going to support you on 
this stuff. I have a huge minority con-
stituency in my district. 

And I am saying, so what?

b 2245 

If you think I am right about what I 
say is happening to this country and 
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the potential for what is going to hap-
pen to the country, how can you just so 
cavalierly say, yes, but I cannot vote 
for you? 

For the last part of this hour, I want 
to talk a little bit about another as-
pect of this problem that I think is 
quite disturbing. It gets to the problem 
of assimilation, the ability of the 
United States of America to assimilate 
huge numbers of people into our soci-
ety when we are laboring with some-
thing else inside the United States. 
This is not the fault of any immigrant; 
it is not the fault of massive immigra-
tion. It is a result of it, but it is not 
the fault of it. It is something we are 
doing to ourselves. 

We are becoming wrapped up in, and, 
really, this has been going on for a 
number of years, we are becoming 
wrapped up in this philosophy I some-
times call the cult of multi-
culturalism. Now, this is not just the 
multi-culturist philosophy you say 
simply references the value of diversity 
and the fact we have many different 
cultures that we can explore and we 
can enjoy in this country. That is all 
true, and I, certainly, as an Italian and 
the grandson of Italian immigrants, I 
am well aware of the value added by 
immigrants coming to this country 
from all over the world. I am not argu-
ing that. 

I am talking about a different kind of 
multi-culturalism, a different brand of 
multi-culturalism. This multi-
culturalism is radical multi-
culturalism. It says that not only 
should we enjoy the diversity, but we 
should make it our universal char-
acteristic. The one thing we should all 
strive for, and the only thing that is of 
value as a national goal, is diversity, 
and that any idea that there is a com-
mon set of values, attitudes and ideas 
that we call America, or, worse yet, 
Western Civilization, any of these 
things should be erased from the text-
books, taken out of the discussion in 
classrooms; that we should encourage 
children to think of themselves not as 
Americans, not as Americans, but as 
part of some sub-group, usually some 
victimized class seeking a redress for 
that victimization from those who per-
petrated it, mostly those, ‘‘those’’ 
being the code word for Western Civili-
zation itself. 

Textbooks all over the country, we 
pulled out just a few, and I have on our 
Web site we have a lot more, but a few 
things as an example of what I am 
talking about here. In the textbook 
‘‘Across the Centuries’’ used for sev-
enth grade history, the book defines 
the word ‘‘jihad’’ as ‘‘to do one’s best 
to resist temptation and overcome 
evil.’’

Does anybody really believe that is 
the definition of jihad, that a textbook 
would be given to children in the 
United States, considering the fact 
that 9/11 was another example of jihad? 
‘‘To do one’s best to resist temptation 
and overcome evil.’’

In 2002, the ‘‘New Guidelines for 
Teaching History’’ in the New Jersey 

public schools failed even to mention 
America’s Founding Fathers, the Pil-
grims, the Mayflower. These were the 
guidelines for teaching history. What 
history? Whose history? Not ours. Be-
cause, of course, maybe somebody who 
read this could not relate to the Pil-
grims or the Founding Fathers. 

I will tell you that in my life, as I 
mentioned to you, I am the grandson of 
immigrants who had a deep love and 
respect for their home country of Italy, 
but had absolutely no desire to have 
themselves or their families attached 
to that country in any other way than 
some sort of fond nostalgia and periodi-
cally going down to something called 
the Feast of St. Rocco, believe it or 
not, and another one called the Feast 
of St. Anthony. I used to joke about 
the fact could there really be a St. 
Rocco. There was, evidently. But that 
was about it. 

But in terms of who we were as indi-
viduals, what was our heritage, what 
was the country we connected to. 
There was never any doubt in my mind, 
never any doubt, that my heritage was 
the Pilgrims, the Founding Fathers. 
That is what I thought of, because that 
is what my textbooks taught me, that 
is what my grandparents taught me, 
that is what the schools taught me. 
But we refuse to even mention them in 
our history textbooks. 

In a Prentice Hall history textbook 
used by students in Palm Beach Coun-
ty High School titled ‘‘A World Con-
flict,’’ the first five pages of the World 
War II chapter focused almost entirely 
on topics such as gender roles in the 
Armed Forces, racial segregation and 
the war, internment camps and the 
women in the war effort. That was 
World War II, okay? That was it. 

Gender roles in the Armed Forces. 
That was the discussion of World War 
II. Now, it maybe deserves a line, 
maybe a paragraph, but this is the 
analysis of World War II in a history 
textbook? 

In Washington State, a teacher sub-
stituted the word ‘‘winter’’ for the 
word ‘‘Christmas’’ in a carol to be sung 
at a school program so as not to appear 
to be favoring one faith over another. 
The lyrics in Dale Wood’s ‘‘Carol from 
an Irish Cabin’’ was changed to read 
‘‘harsh winds blow down from the 
mountains and blow a white winter to 
me.’’

I was in a school in my district in 
Colorado not too long ago around 
Christmastime. I was leaving, and I 
said ‘‘Merry Christmas’’ to the children 
I had been talking to in an elementary 
school. I noticed there was sort of a 
strange reaction. Some said, ‘‘Merry 
Christmas? Yes, what did he say?’’ I 
thought that was weird. 

As we were walking out, the teacher 
said to me, ‘‘The principal doesn’t real-
ly like us using that word.’’ I said, 
‘‘What word?’’ ‘‘Christmas.’’

This is a public school in my district. 
I went back to the school and I yelled, 
I said, ‘‘Hey, Merry Christmas. Merry 
Christmas.’’ They were all excited that 

somebody would actually say it; they 
could be actually allowed to say it in 
the school, Merry Christmas. 

In a school district in New Mexico, 
the introduction to a textbook called 
‘‘500 Years of Chicano History in Pic-
tures’’ states this is why the book was 
written, ‘‘In response to the bicenten-
nial celebration of the 1776 American 
Revolution and its lies.’’ Its stated pur-
pose is ‘‘to celebrate our resistance to 
being colonized and absorbed by racist 
empire builders.’’ The book describes 
defenders of the Alamo as slave owners, 
land speculators and Indian killers; 
Davy Crockett as a cannibal; and the
1857 war on Mexico as an unprovoked 
U.S. invasion. 

The chapter headings included 
‘‘Death to the Invader,’’ ‘‘U.S. Con-
quest and Betrayal,’’ ‘‘We Are Now a 
U.S. Colony in Occupied America,’’ and 
‘‘They Stole the Lands.’’

‘‘McDougal’s,’’ another textbook, I 
remember using a McDougal’s textbook 
when I was teaching ninth graders in 
Jefferson County, Colorado, well, the 
new McDougal’s textbook, ‘‘The Amer-
icas,’’ that is the name of the textbook, 
states that the Reagan-Bush conserv-
ative agenda limits advances in civil 
rights for minorities. 

This is not an observation, this is not 
an opinion, this is what the textbook 
says was the Reagan-Bush administra-
tion; and that conservatives’ bid to dis-
mantle the Great Society social pro-
grams could be compared to ‘‘aban-
doning the Nation.’’ It goes on to in-
clude text stating that communism 
had potentially totalitarian 
underpinnings. Potentially. This goes 
on and on and on and on. We have hun-
dreds of examples like this. 

Now, why do I bring this up in con-
junction with this immigration discus-
sion? Because, I will tell you, it mat-
ters. It matters. It matters that we are 
telling our own children, I went into a 
school in my own district just a couple 
of weeks ago, had, again, probably 200, 
these were high school students, how-
ever. They brought them into the audi-
torium, 200, 250, something like that. 

At the end some kid wrote a note to 
me and said, ‘‘What is the most serious 
problem you think we face in the Na-
tion?’’ I said, ‘‘Let me ask you a ques-
tion and I can tell you that.’’ I said, 
‘‘How many people in here believe you 
live in the best Nation in the world?’’ 
And there were maybe two dozen 
hands, at most, two dozen hands went 
up, a tenth of the group. A lot of people 
again very uncomfortable, looking at 
the teachers on the side of the wall 
thinking, Gee, I don’t know. 

I had the distinct impression that a 
lot of kids wanted to answer yes, but 
they were afraid to, because what 
would they say if somebody challenged 
them? How would they actually defend 
that statement? So they just did not 
say a word. 

So I said, ‘‘Let me ask you, should we 
be proud of the fact that we are a prod-
uct of Western Civilization and there 
are some incredible things Western 
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Civilization has brought to the world, 
including, among others, the idea that 
society should be based upon laws and 
not upon men; that individuals matter 
more than the collective? These are 
uniquely Western thoughts, and we can 
be proud of them, and we should be 
proud of them. We have all kinds of 
warts, I know it is true. There are plen-
ty of things we have done wrong. But 
to only emphasize the worst in Amer-
ica, the worst things that have hap-
pened, and even rewrite history to 
make events even more problematic for 
us is despicable; and it makes us won-
der, it makes children wonder, it 
makes Americans wonder who they 
really are and whether this is all really 
worth it, it seems to me; who are we, 
where are we going, and how are we 
going to get there. 

Now, if we have a hard time trying to 
transfer this knowledge to the children 
that are coming out of our public 
schools, think how hard it is to trans-
fer that knowledge also to the people 
who are coming here as immigrants, 
many of whom are not coming for the 
purpose of being an American. Many of 
them are coming simply for the pur-
pose of getting a better job. The whole 
concept of integration and assimilation 
goes out the window when it clashes 
with or comes in contact with, because 
it is really not a clash, but comes in 
contact with this cult of multi-
culturalism, and that is why it mat-
ters. That is why immigration policy 
fits into this discussion. 

We need to rethink the way we teach 
our children and we need to rethink 
what we tell immigrants. Instead of 
telling immigrants that there is no 
reason for them to integrate into our 
society, that we want them to stay sep-
arate, we want them to keep a separate 
language in the schools, we want them 
even to keep their own political asso-
ciations of the countries from which 
they came, which now we have almost 
10 million people in the country living 
here with dual citizenship. 

I had an interesting conversation 
with a bishop in Denver, Bishop Gomez, 
who was arguing with me about this 
issue, and he said to me at one point, 
‘‘I don’t know why you are worried 
about the Mexicans who are coming 
into this country.’’ By the way, I am 
not worried about ‘‘the Mexicans’’; I 
am worried about massive immigra-
tion. He says, ‘‘But I don’t know why 
you are worried about the Mexicans 
coming into this country.’’ He said, 
‘‘They don’t want to be Americans.’’ 
Those were his exact words: ‘‘They 
don’t want to be Americans.’’

They are coming here for a job. They 
love Mexico. They want to keep their 
Mexican heritage, their Mexican citi-
zenship. Of course, today it is a lot 
easier to do so than it was when my 
parents came from Italy, a land very 
far away, very difficult to get back and 
forth. Now, of course, all over the 
world it is a short hop to wherever it 
was we may have come from. The world 
has gotten much smaller, and it is a 

heck of a lot easier to retain those ties 
than it was before. He says, ‘‘They 
don’t want to be Americans.’’

I said, ‘‘Well, Bishop, of course, that 
is the problem. To the extent that you 
are right, to the extent that what you 
said is true,’’ it is certainly not true 
for everyone coming, ‘‘but to the ex-
tent you are right, that is the prob-
lem.’’

That is what is fearful, and that is 
why we need to think about what we 
teach children and what we say to im-
migrants, and that is why we need to 
get a handle on immigration, reduce 
even the amount of legal immigrants, 
and certainly stop the flow of illegal 
immigrants into the country, until we 
can in fact get a handle on this prob-
lem. 

I have a Web site. On our Web site, 
WWW.House.Gov/Tancredo, you can go 
there and see a little pop up thing that 
says ‘‘Our Heritage, Our Hope.’’ If you 
go on that you will see these things 
that I pulled out of the textbooks, and 
you will see a resolution that I am 
going to introduce on the 3rd of March.
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I hope that maybe 8 or 10, maybe 
more, of my colleagues will join me, 
however many have the guts to do so, 
and it will be a very simple resolution. 
It will say that the Congress of the 
United States wants to encourage all 
schools in this Nation to produce chil-
dren who will be able to articulate an 
appreciation for Western civilization. 

Now, one may not think that that 
should start anything, but I guarantee 
my colleagues that it will. I guarantee 
my colleagues it will. I really and truly 
look with enthusiasm and exhilaration, 
a certain amount of exhilaration, to 
that debate; to hearing somebody ex-
plain to me why we should not teach 
children to appreciate Western civiliza-
tion. Appreciate. I did not say that 
they had to disparage any other civili-
zation; I just say that they should be 
able to articulate an appreciation of 
Western civilization. Do we think that 
they can do it today? How many do we 
think could do that today? Do we think 
that they should be able to? Do we 
think any child should be able to do 
that graduating from a public school in 
the United States, or any school, actu-
ally? What would be wrong with having 
that as a goal? I would love to have 
this debate. Well, we are going to. 

And then I am going to ask State leg-
islatures all over the country; we have 
now I do not know how many signed up 
already, but quite a few State legisla-
tures, and simultaneously they are 
going to introduce a State resolution 
in their legislatures saying the same 
thing. Then we are going to ask par-
ents to go to school districts and bring 
that resolution to their school district 
and ask the school district to do ex-
actly the same thing. You can go on 
line, go to Our Heritage, Our Hope page 
on our Website, and you can get all the 
information you want, and you can 
sign up to help us in this endeavor, and 

I hope you will. I hope everybody will, 
because I need your help. But this will 
be a great, great battle for us to enjoin. 
It is about time we did so. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a reason. There 
is something of value in Western civili-
zation and the Judeo-Christian herit-
age, and this place we call the United 
States, which is the greatest example 
of that heritage. And as I say, I know 
that there are warts, and I do not mean 
to ignore them. I am not asking chil-
dren to be told that there are only 
wonderful things about Western civili-
zation or about America, I am just ask-
ing that they be told the truth, both 
the bad side and the good side, because 
today, they will always, I guarantee 
my colleagues, children will be able to 
articulate a problem with Western civ-
ilization, but I wonder how many can 
actually stand up today, a high school 
senior, and be able to effectively say 
what is good about Western civilization 
and the country in which they live and 
be able to defend it. I certainly want 
that to happen before we get more peo-
ple here as immigrants, legal or illegal, 
who are not coming because they do 
not want to be Americans.

f 

IRAQ WATCH 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BISHOP of Utah). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 7, 2003, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
HOEFFEL) is recognized for half the re-
maining time, approximately 27 min-
utes, as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
glad to be back on the House floor with 
my colleagues, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) and the 
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE), and I think others will join 
us, for another installment of Iraq 
Watch. We have been coming to the 
floor one evening a week since, I be-
lieve, last May to talk about our poli-
cies in Iraq, to raise questions about 
the policies when we do not understand 
those policies, to suggest alternatives, 
to try to get information before the 
Members of the Congress and the mem-
bers of the general public about what is 
happening in Iraq. 

Before turning to my colleagues for 
this week’s installment of Iraq Watch, 
let me review a little bit what has been 
happening, and the last few weeks have 
been tough weeks for President Bush 
regarding his policies in Iraq. We know 
that the chief CIA weapons inspector, 
Dr. David Kay, returned from Iraq and 
said that stockpiles of weapons of mass 
destruction do not exist. He could not 
find weapons of mass destruction them-
selves. He doubts that such stockpiles 
existed before we went to war. He 
doubts they existed in 2002 or 2003. 
This, of course, is completely contrary 
to the White House assertions in the 
fall of 2002 and in the spring of 2003 
that these weapons of mass destruction 
existed. 

The President continued to advocate 
his case and, in my judgment, hype the 
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situation regarding weapons of mass 
destruction in the State of the Union 
Address where he talked about weapons 
of mass destruction-related program 
activities. I am still trying to figure 
out exactly what is a weapons of mass 
destruction-related program activity, 
but I can tell my colleagues what it is 
not. It is not a weapon of mass destruc-
tion, because we have not found those 
in Iraq, according to our chief CIA 
weapons inspector David Kay. 

Then, in his Face The Nation inter-
view recently, the President talked 
about Dr. Kay’s report and said that 
Dr. Kay came home and, number 1, 
made an interim report and, number 2, 
suggested that things were worse in 
Iraq than we thought. 

Well, in fact, may I say to my col-
leagues, Dr. Kay came back from Iraq 
not to make an interim report, but to 
quit. He said he has had enough. He is 
frustrated. He says he is not getting 
the support that he thinks the Iraq 
Study Group should get in order to 
focus on the search for weapons of 
mass destruction. He believes those 
weapons do not exist. And far from say-
ing things were worse over there than 
he thought, he said we could not find 
the things that we were told we would 
find. 

Then, the President finally appointed 
a commission to study the intelligence 
regarding Iraq and the weapons of mass 
destruction. And I am glad that he ap-
pointed such a commission, but he 
made two big mistakes, in my judg-
ment. One, he limited the time, or 
maybe I should say he expanded the 
time so that the Commission will not 
complete its work until well after this 
fall’s election. Secondly, he limited the 
scope of the Commission. He asked 
them to look into the accuracy of the 
intelligence gathering. And I agree 
that accuracy must be reviewed, but he 
did not ask the Commission to review 
the use of that intelligence by the 
White House itself. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Will the gen-
tleman yield on that point? 

Mr. HOEFFEL. I am delighted to 
yield to the gentleman from Hawaii. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. On 
that exact point, if we were just recit-
ing a litany of errors made in the sense 
of an honest misreading after a genuine 
inquiry, that would be one thing, but 
the really shocking evidence to the 
contrary is now coming out. In fact, we 
even see reports about where was the 
press? Why was this taking place? And 
it turns out the source for much of this 
information, not just for those in the 
intelligence agencies, but from those 
reporting on it, was coming from the 
same sources. 

The general public listening to us 
might say, well, that is all well and 
good for you folks in the Congress to be 
mentioning these things now, to be 
commenting on it now, but we had no 
access to that. We were not privy to 
that kind of inquiry on the basis of a 
position in the Congress where we 

could actually ask in depth in closed 
briefings and hearings as to what the 
source of this information was. Yet we 
find now in the Washington Post just 2 
days ago a report taken from the Lon-
don Telegraph on commentary from 
Ahmad Chalabi. That name has been on 
this floor previously. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) 
has examined Mr. Chalabi’s career in 
detail. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. HOEFFEL), I believe, has 
done the same. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, if I may 
interrupt the gentleman for a moment, 
I am proud of the fact that last April in 
one of our very first Iraq Watches, I 
identified Mr. Chalabi in the words 
that my grandfather would have used 
as a four flusher. I have to explain 
what a four flusher is. A four flusher is 
a man whose word you cannot accept, 
and if it was good enough for my 
grandfather, it is good enough for me.

b 2310 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 
let me explain what Mr. Chalabi admit-
ted to. He is now on the Governing 
Council. This is the body upon which 
the United States is presently relying. 
This is the body upon which the United 
States is presently conducting policy 
in terms of their being able to take 
over on June 30, this arbitrary date 
that has been set by the Bush adminis-
tration. 

He now lays claim to the following. 
He was accused of peddling phony tips 
about Iraq’s weapons, the very thing 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. HOEFFEL) has been speaking of. 
Again quoting from the Washington 
Post, he shrugged off charges that he 
had deliberately misled U.S. intel-
ligence, We are heroes in error. 

He told the Telegraph in an interview 
Wednesday in Baghdad, As far as we 
are concerned, we have been entirely 
successful. Our objective has been 
achieved. That tyrant Saddam is gone 
and the Americans are in Baghdad. 
What was said before is not important. 

Quoting it now from the Washington 
Post, not even to the families of all the 
killed and wounded? 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman would yield, not even for 
the American taxpayers that are put-
ting out some $167 billion to date. That 
is absolutely outrageous. 

What I learned this evening, and I 
find it particularly disturbing, is that 
Mr. Chalabi was present in this cham-
ber during the State of the Union that 
was delivered by President Bush back 
in January and sat with other members 
of the Iraqi Governing Council in the 
box where the First Lady was sitting. 
This is absolutely unacceptable. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 
let me repeat then for those who may 
be tuning in and trying to get the con-
text here. Let me repeat exactly what 
Mr. Chalabi said, our champion in 
Baghdad, the person upon whom is the 
principal resource apparently for the 
intelligence that was delivered to the 

President, delivered to the Congress, 
and apparently delivered to reporters 
who were all supposed to be checking 
sources. 

Part of the thing that we need to re-
mind ourselves and remind the public 
of is that we are dependent upon the 
professional integrity of journalists as 
well. We are dependent upon it. We are 
certainly the object of it often enough. 
We are dependent on them checking 
their sources to make sure that they 
are reliable. Let me repeat what he 
said. 

The reason I want to do that is that 
this is as cynical and sinister a pro-
nouncement as I have heard in my po-
litical lifetime. I am quoting Mr. 
Chalabi, as reported in the Washington 
Post, We are heroes in error. As far as 
we are concerned, we have been en-
tirely successful. Our objective has 
been achieved. That tyrant Saddam is 
gone, and the Americans are in Bagh-
dad. What was said before is not impor-
tant. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. I would just like to, 
if I may, pick up on that point with 
Mr. Chalabi. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. HOEFFEL) described Mr. Chalabi in 
very unflattering terms, but I think a 
more apt description of Mr. Chalabi is 
that he is a convicted felon. When he 
fled Iraq he ended up in London for a 
period of time and then went ahead and 
conducted business, banking business, 
financial services, in the kingdom of 
Jordan. There he was charged with em-
bezzlement and a series of other crimes 
that would constitute in our jurispru-
dence a felony. He was tried and con-
victed and was sentenced to 22 years by 
a Jordanian court. I am sure he would 
contest that. I am sure that he would 
proclaim his innocence, but that is a 
fact, a reality. That is not just simply 
an unflattering description of an indi-
vidual. 

When the king of Jordan came and 
visited with Members of the House 
Committee on International Relations, 
and I forget if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. HOEFFEL) was there, 
but I posed to the king, who has been 
an erstwhile ally of the United States 
and his father before him in the region 
for decades and has cooperated with 
the United States in terms of the war 
against terrorism, I asked the king if 
he had been consulted by the United 
States Government because I was 
aware that Mr. Chalabi had been con-
victed of a serious crime, an embezzle-
ment of some hundreds of millions of 
dollars. He said, with certain equa-
nimity, No, I was not. 

I did not pursue it because I did not 
want to cause the king any embarrass-
ment, but it was clear to me and others 
at that meeting that he clearly was 
displeased, and to think that we turned 
our back on an ally, who according to 
newspaper reports, and the truth al-
ways outs, was encouraging defectors 
to provide intelligence that he should 
have known was false, was false. 

If I can pursue for just one more mo-
ment, this is dated February 19 and is 
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from the Daily Telegraph in London, a 
British newspaper obviously. U.S. offi-
cials said last week that one of the 
most celebrated pieces of false intel-
ligence, the claim that Saddam Hus-
sein had a mobile biological weapons 
laboratory, had come from a major in 
the Iraqi intelligence service, made 
available by the INC. 

Those watching us tonight should un-
derstand that the INC is an anachro-
nism for the Iraqi National Congress 
which is the creation of Ahmed 
Chalabi. 

U.S. officials at first found the infor-
mation credible, and the defector even 
passed a lie detector test, but in later 
interviews it became apparent he was 
stretching the truth and had been 
coached by the INC. 

This is a report from a respected 
British newspaper that segues exactly 
the reporting that was done in the 
Washington Post. This is outrageous 
and to think that this gentleman was 
in this institution while sitting in the 
First Lady’s box during the State of 
the Union, meanwhile we had voted, 
and many in this chamber on both 
sides of the aisle had voted a difficult 
vote, cast an extremely hard vote in 
terms of war and peace based upon 
false intelligence? Then we are car-
rying the burden, not just of the war 
but of the reconstruction. 

We are the only Nation, that I am 
aware of, that when we appropriated 
the moneys for Iraq did not insist that 
it be paid back at any point in time. 
All of the other donors insisted on 
some sort of a loan arrangement and 
we did not, and if we really want to 
pour salt on the wound, this is from the 
Houston Chronicle, and it is dated Feb-
ruary 21. The headline is the United 
States still paying the source of the 
tainted intelligence. That is a Knight 
Ridder outlet. Indulge me for a mo-
ment while I read this to my col-
leagues.

b 2320 

‘‘The Department of Defense is con-
tinuing to pay millions of dollars for 
information from the former Iraqi op-
position group that produced some of 
the exaggerated and fabricated intel-
ligence President Bush used to argue 
his case for war.’’

We are paying now. Today. 
‘‘The Pentagon has set aside between 

$3 million and $4 million this year for 
the information collection program of 
the Iraqi National Congress led by 
Ahmed Chalabi, said two senior U.S. of-
ficials and a U.S. defense official. They 
spoke on condition of anonymity be-
cause intelligence programs are classi-
fied.’’

Mr. HOEFFEL. If the gentleman will 
yield, as bad as the situation is that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
just described, it could be even worse, 
the impact of this faulty intelligence 
on this country. Think back on the 
military strategy that our Armed 
Forces used. We all understand that 
our Armed Forces fought bravely, with 

great courage. But remember that they 
rushed to Baghdad because they be-
lieved that weapons of mass destruc-
tion were there, in large measure be-
cause of the representations made by 
Chalabi and others, and the very false 
and misleading information that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has 
identified tonight. 

Our troops did not protect their 
flanks. They figured the most impor-
tant thing they had to do was get to 
Baghdad and stop any potential use of 
these weapons of mass destruction 
against the American troops or the 
British troops or against the Iraqi citi-
zens; that the key was to get there as 
quickly as possible. And in that rush, 
which they successfully did, very 
bravely and courageously, they left 
their flanks exposed. The insurgency 
started, and we began to lose soldiers 
right away because they were not tak-
ing their time, they were not pro-
tecting themselves. They thought they 
had to rush in. 

I think you can put onto the heads of 
these folks that gave us bad informa-
tion the loss of life, the loss of Amer-
ican life by our brave soldiers whose 
leaders thought they had to adopt one 
strategy based upon incorrect informa-
tion, when it would have been a little 
safer for our troops to protect the 
flanks, move more carefully and cau-
tiously, which I am sure they would 
have done if they were not worried 
about these weapons of mass destruc-
tion that did not exist. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will continue to yield, 
the question now then becomes, unless 
I missed something, this Chalabi is a 
hired gun. This Chalabi is a creature of 
the administration. He has no execu-
tive authority here. He has no voting 
power. He does not make recommenda-
tions to the President of the United 
States as an adviser, other than as a 
hired hand. Where was the verification? 
This man has a vested interest in get-
ting this country into war in Iraq. 

What bothers me, what distresses me 
is that what he was saying fits very 
conveniently into the ideology and the 
philosophy and the foreign policy de-
sires of some of the people who have 
been most adamant in advocating war 
with Iraq before the weapons of mass 
destruction principle was laid down as 
the foundation for war with Iraq. 

It is not as if it is a conspiracy. It is 
not as if it is a hidden plot. It is not as 
if it is some diabolical machination 
taking place in secret. Matter of fact, 
we have had dialogue. I have had dia-
logue and discussion personally with 
those who advocated this, like Mr. 
Perle, Mr. Kristol, Mr. Boot, Mr. Wool-
sey, who himself was head of the CIA. 
They published their articles. They 
have their books written. They have 
had this position for some time. 

So it is not as if this is something 
that I have suddenly discovered or oth-
ers have suddenly discovered and now 
are shocked. I am not. What shocks me 
is that people would take ostensible in-

formation or intelligence and assume 
it to be true without checking it out 
thoroughly, precisely because it fit 
what they would like it to be. 

I know when somebody is telling me 
something I want to hear, something I 
would like to be true, something I hope 
is going to take place, I know that a 
little bell goes off, a little tremor 
takes place in me saying, wait a 
minute, let us make sure that I am not 
being told something because I want to 
hear it, because I would like to believe 
it, because I want it to be so, particu-
larly when the consequences are going 
to be those of life and death. 

When you are making a recommenda-
tion and have the authority, particu-
larly as President of the United States, 
as the Commander in Chief, have the 
capacity and the authority to act on 
that recommendation and to make it 
in turn to the people of this country, 
then it is incumbent upon you, more 
than perhaps any other person in this 
Nation, to be absolutely sure you know 
what you are talking about, what your 
sources are and how reliable they are, 
not just because someone has told you 
what you want to hear, but because 
you know it to be factual and the im-
plications to be clear in terms of war 
and peace. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I 
know the gentleman has heard the 
term before, but when we speak of a 
blind man in a room with deaf mutes, 
this is an apt description of absolutely 
what has occurred in this particular 
case involving this particular indi-
vidual by the name of Chalabi, Ahmed 
Chalabi, a convicted felon. 

But let me give another possible mo-
tive. And again, this is simply a news 
story that I am reading to my col-
leagues and to those that are watching 
here this evening, because I think it is 
very important that the American peo-
ple start to understand the dimensions 
and the magnitude of what occurred 
here and the absolute need for a thor-
ough transparent presentation of all 
the facts over an extended period of 
time to the American people. 

This is not about politics. No, it is 
not. This is about the national security 
of the United States and how we are 
viewed by the rest of the world. Our 
credibility is at risk here. If we per-
ceive another situation that is fraught 
with peril for our people, and we 
present intelligence to the rest of the 
world, who is going to believe us? 

Let me suggest another motive. This 
is from Newsday, a New York paper, 
and it is dated February 15. ‘‘U.S. au-
thorities in Iraq have awarded more 
than $400 million in contracts to a 
start-up company that has extensive 
family and, according to court docu-
ments, business ties with Ahmed 
Chalabi, the Pentagon favorite on the 
Iraqi Governing Council. The chief ar-
chitect of the umbrella organization of 
the resistance, the Iraqi National Con-
gress, Chalabi is viewed by many Iraqis 
as the hand-picked choice to rule 
Iraq.’’
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What a disaster that would be. And 

while we know there are very sensitive 
negotiations and discussions going on 
currently between elements in Iraq and 
between the United Nations, clearly 
Secretary General Kofi Annan has sent 
a special representative. He is in the 
process of reviewing it to make rec-
ommendations as to how power is 
transitioned to the Iraqi people. Yet 
here we are discussing on the floor of 
the House tonight the potential of hav-
ing this particular individual as the 
hand-picked representative of Amer-
ican interests assuming a role in a fu-
ture Iraqi Government that clearly, 
clearly most in the region, my earlier 
reference to my conversation with 
King Hussein from Jordan, will find 
particularly offensive. Clearly there is 
no support from the Iraqi people.

b 2330 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if 
I may ask the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, who did the hand picking? 
Who did the hand picking? He did not 
pick himself. Is there someone in the 
administration, are there a group of 
people in the administration? 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Of course there are 
people in the administration. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Perhaps the 
gentleman can enlighten me by an-
swering that question. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Let me read from 
the original story that I discussed; we 
are still paying for the tainted intel-
ligence. The American taxpayers are 
going to foot the bill for Ahmed 
Chalabi to come to the United States 
and sit in the First Lady’s box. Let me 
read this: ‘‘The decision not to shut off 
funding for the information-gathering 
effort could become another liability 
for Bush as the Presidential campaign 
heats up, and suggests that some with-
in the administration are intent on se-
curing a key role for Chalabi in Iraq’s 
political future.’’ Chalabi, who built 
close ties to officials in Vice President 
CHENEY’s office, and among top Pen-
tagon officials, is on the Iraqi Gov-
erning Council, a body of 25 Iraqis in-
stalled by the United States, to help 
administer the country following the 
ouster of Saddam Hussein in April. 

So here we are. We received false in-
formation, as the gentleman indicated 
in response to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. HOEFFEL) yielding. 
He said the Americans are in Baghdad, 
we got what we want, and he is con-
tinuing to get paid. And according to 
reports from British newspapers, busi-
ness associates of his just secured more 
than $400 million of American taxpayer 
resources for contracts awarded by the 
CPA, by Paul Bremer. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I 
have never seen a picture or any film of 
Mr. Chalabi when he was not smiling 
and when he did not have the smuggest 
look on his face and when he did not 
have the demeanor of someone who had 
pulled off a coup, when he did not have 
a patronizing attitude towards those 
doing the interview. I can understand 

why. He has played us for saps and 
suckers, and the result is we have dead 
and wounded, grievously wounded. The 
result is the sacking of the Treasury of 
the United States, and the result is 
that we have had people whose ideolog-
ical bent in the administration was 
such that they wanted to go to war 
using each other, Chalabi using them, 
them using Chalabi, in the most cyn-
ical fashion, the result of which we now 
see before us. 

He said, and I remind Members and 
those listening to us, what was said be-
fore is not important. That which be-
came the justification for what we did 
is not important. He got what he want-
ed. Those who wanted to have war with 
Iraq got what they wanted. They are 
not paying the price. They are not the 
ones who have to suffer for the rest of 
their lives either by having grievous 
wounds or by having the irretrievable 
loss of someone that they love as a re-
sult of this. 

The question for us and the question 
that we have to ask not just ourselves 
but the American people are going to 
have to ask, is, is this going to be al-
lowed? Is this going to be something 
that we are going to pass off? The fact 
that the Newsweek cover that the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
DELAHUNT) referred to in his remarks 
just previously could have a headline, 
‘‘How Dick Cheney Sold the War,’’ the 
crass indifference of a headline like 
that in terms of its implications, as if 
you sell a war, not that you are driven 
into it, not that necessity forced you 
to come to that sorry and reluctant 
conclusion, but rather how you sold 
the war. 

Nothing, I think, could be a com-
mentary more persuasive to me of how 
this has been manipulated, how this 
has been maneuvered in a way that dis-
credits this administration, discredits 
Mr. CHENEY in that role. He has yet to 
come to grips with it, and the White 
House and the administration as a 
whole has yet to come to grips with it, 
because if my information is correct 
and the information given to The 
Washington Post is correct, and this is 
something that one would have the op-
portunity to see whether it is correct 
unless it has changed since its publica-
tion on February 22 was that the Web 
site for the White House, the White 
House official Web site cites the same 
false information today. It has not 
changed since March. I quote from the 
Web site of the White House as of Feb-
ruary 22: ‘‘The United Nations and U.S. 
intelligence sources have known for 
some time that Saddam Hussein has 
materials to produce chemical and bio-
logical weapons, but has not accounted 
for them: 26,000 liters of anthrax, 
enough to kill several million people; 
38,000 liters of botulism toxin; 500 tons 
of sarin mustard and VX nerve agents; 
and 30,000 munitions capable of deliv-
ering chemical agents.’’ And finally: 
‘‘He recently sought significant quan-
tities of uranium in Africa, according 
to the British Government.’’

These are the same lies and the same 
fabrications, the same prevarications, 
the same falsehoods, the same mis-
leading directions that took us into 
this war and continue to be repeated in 
the face of the knowledge that we 
know them not to be true. 

How could it be that these continue 
to be repeated? Is it any wonder that 
Mr. Chalabi laughs at us? Is it any 
wonder that he adopts a smug disposi-
tion when we continue to support him, 
we continue to pay him, we continue to 
support the policies that he espoused, 
and he is able to say what was said be-
fore is not important because obviously 
there are no penalties attached to it? 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, we have 
talked quite a bit tonight about Ahmed 
Chalabi, and rightly so; but he is not 
apparently the only favorite of the 
American government involved in posi-
tioning themselves for leadership in 
Iraq. 

In today’s Roll Call, one of the Hill 
newspapers, a fascinating front-page 
story titled ‘‘Iraqi Money Flows’’ de-
tailing how four different Iraqis seek-
ing power in Iraq are paying over 
$100,000 a month for lobbying costs and 
public relations costs here in the U.S. 
capital. It is a million-dollar-plus an-
nual industry. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 
where does the money come from? 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
have a clue. Ahmed Chalabi and three 
others listed in the article are paying 
up to a combined $100,000 a month. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if 
Mr. Chalabi and his cohorts are paying 
this kind of money, what is the prin-
cipal source of income that we have al-
ready enunciated for Mr. Chalabi and 
his friends? 

Mr. HOEFFEL. The principal source I 
know of is U.S. Government. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. In other words, 
the U.S. taxpayers are paying this guy 
to in turn pay lobbyists in Washington 
to advocate his position and influence 
Members of Congress. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. To influence Mem-
bers of Congress and influence the ad-
ministration.

b 2340 
Mr. HOEFFEL. Before we get too car-

ried away with Chalabi, let me just 
make the point that is in the Roll Call 
article. There were three others doing 
this. One of them is the favorite of the 
CIA to be the new Iraqi leader and a 
third the favorite of the State Depart-
ment to be the new Iraqi leader. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts is 
right, the Defense Department has long 
wanted Chalabi to be the new leader of 
the Iraqi Government. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. The convicted 
felon. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. The favorite of the 
State Department is Adnan Pachachi, 
who is another member of the current 
interim government in Iraq as Chalabi 
is. And, according to Roll Call, the fa-
vorite of the CIA is Ayad Allawi, also a 
member of the Iraqi Governing Coun-
cil. 
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We have got a three-headed monster 

here. The administration itself cannot 
agree on who should be the next leader 
of the Iraqi Government. There are 
three different agencies pushing three 
different people. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. We would hope that 
that would be the Iraqi people, because 
if we preach democracy, hopefully we 
will abide by the decision that the 
Iraqi people in an election reach on 
their own. That is a message that I 
think, and I think we speak for many 
Members on both sides of the aisle 
here, that yes, the absolute sine qua 
non, the essential ingredient to a de-
mocracy is to give voice to all of the 
people, not some selected individuals 
hand-picked by DICK CHENEY, by the 
CIA, or by anybody else to run the 
country for the Iraqis, because if that 
happens, the American taxpayer is 
going to end up with a much larger bill 
than we have already assumed. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts is making a lot of sense 
here, but the situation is made that 
much worse by the fact we are not just 
trying to hand-pick the next leader 
from Washington, but the Bush admin-
istration has three different favorites, 
one from the Defense Department, one 
from the State Department, one from 
the CIA. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. If the gen-
tleman will yield, not having seen the 
article, does the article go on to eluci-
date for us who these individuals are 
who are doing the lobbying? Are there 
firms here? Are there American firms 
who are going to come to Members of 
Congress and advocate on behalf of 
these individuals our appointees? 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Yes. All the firms are 
identified, the monthly retainers. It is 
an interesting article. It is a million-
dollar industry. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Would the gen-
tleman consider submitting that arti-
cle for the RECORD so that those who 
want to read the article in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD subsequent to our 
discussion tonight will know all of the 
details? 

Mr. HOEFFEL. I will be delighted to 
do it. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I 
will ask to have the article that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is refer-
ring to entered into the RECORD as part 
of our deliberation.

[From Roll Call, Feb. 24, 2004] 
IRAQI MONEY FLOWS 
(By Brody Mullins) 

Several well-heeled Iraqis who hope to play 
central roles in Iraq’s emerging government 
have launched lobbying campaigns in Wash-
ington to influence the Bush administration 
and Congress as they work to shape a perma-
nent government in Iraq. 

The group of Iraqis, which include three 
members of the U.S.-created Iraqi Governing 
Council, are spending as much as $100,000 per 
month on lobbying firms and public relations 
agents to press U.S. officials to create a 
modern, democratic government that is not 
dominated by Islamic conservatives. 

‘‘It’s like they are running for president,’’ 
said one U.S. official of the competing public 
relations efforts in Washington. 

The three Iraqis began their public rela-
tions efforts in Washington more than a dec-
ade after another Iraqi member of the Iraqi 
Governing Council—Ahmed Chalabi—began 
cultivating close ties to now-Vice President 
Cheney and other key administration offi-
cials. 

According to forms filed with the Justice 
Department, Ayad Allawi, a member and 
former president of the Iraqi Governing 
Council, has begun an expensive lobbying 
and public relations effort to press U.S. offi-
cials to build a modern democratic govern-
ment that builds on Iraq’s existing founda-
tions. 

Allawi has already paid more than $300,000 
to Washington from Preston Gates Ellis & 
Rouvelas Meeds LLP to help open doors on 
Capital Hill and at the White House. 

Allawi also hired a former U.S. ambassador 
to coordinate his Washington effort and a 
New York advertising firm that once worked 
for the Beatles to manage his image in the 
United States. 

The public relations effort, which could top 
$1 million this year, is funded by Mashal 
Nawab, an Iraqi-born physician who is a 
‘‘close friend and admirer’’ of Allawi, accord-
ing to the Justice Department forms. 

Adnan Pachachi, another member and 
former president of Iraq’s interim govern-
ment, has also signed up a Washington pub-
lic relations firm to help him get his mes-
sage across to the Bush administration and 
Congress. 

F. Wallace Hayes, working on a pro bono 
basis for now, will write press releases for 
the 70-year-old Pachachi that ‘‘promote de-
mocracy in Iraq,’’ according to the Justice 
Department forms. 

Meanwhile, Baqir Jabor, an Iraqi exile ap-
pointed by the United States to run Iraq’s 
housing and construction department, has 
asked former Rep. Bob Livingston (R-La.) 
and his influential Washington lobbying firm 
to help arrange a series of meetings with the 
Bush administration during his upcoming 
visit to the United States. 

Officials at Livingston Group said Jabor is 
not a formal client of the firm. Other details 
of Livingston’s work with Jabor are not yet 
available because Jabor first asked Living-
ston for help only last month. 

The new public relations campaigns in 
Washington come as the Bush administra-
tion struggles to complete an interim con-
stitution for Iraq by the end of the month in 
order to turn control of the government over 
to Iraq this year. 

In the past few days, it has become clear 
that the United States will fail to meet both 
deadlines. 

Over the weekend, the Kurds in northern 
Iraq—which comprise 20 percent of the coun-
try—rejected key parts of the constitution. 
Meanwhile, Paul Bremer, the U.S. adminis-
trator in Iraq, acknowledged last week that 
it is unlikely that Iraq will be able to hold 
an election for at least another year. 

By hiring lobbyists in Washington, the 
Iraqi leaders hope to one day play a central 
role in the emerging government. 

The Iraqis who have hired lobbyists are 
each former exiles who want the United 
States to create a democratically elected 
government. 

Iraq’s Shiites make up as much as 60 per-
cent of the country and are better organized 
than their political and ethnic rivals, the 
Kurds and the Sunnis. 

The leader of Iraq’s Shiite conservatives, 
Grand Ayatollah Ali al-Sistani, hopes to 
schedule quick elections, knowing that he 
and his allies would dominate the govern-
ment if elections are held soon. 

Allawi, Jabor and Pachachi share another 
rival in Chalabi. But unlike the Iraqi new-
comers to Washington, Chalabi has worked 

for years in Washington cultivating friend-
ships with key players like Cheney, Paul 
Wolfowitz and Richard Perle. 

Since 1986, Shea & Gardner has represented 
Chalabi and his Iraqi National Congress in 
Washington for about $10,000 a month. One of 
the partners at Shea & Gardner is James 
Woolsey, the former CIA director. 

Chalabi also gets help from Francis 
Brooke, a political consultant, and Riva 
Levinson of BKSH & Associates, the Wash-
ington firm founded by Charles Black, a 
long-time ally of President Bush. 

Those contacts have paid off: At this year’s 
State of the Union address, Chalabi sat in 
the VIP box with first lady Laura Bush. 

Chalabi also was one of the few Iraqis per-
mitted to meet face to face with Saddam 
Hussein in his cell in the hours after his cap-
ture in late December. 

Chalabi has long been considered the favor-
ite of Defense Department officials to lead 
Iraq’s new government. 

However, his star appears to be fading as 
Pentagon officials question some of the mili-
tary intelligence he provided before the war 
and as Iraqis increasingly view Chalabi as a 
pawn for the United States. 

Meanwhile, the State Department is 
thought to favor Pachachi, while the CIA 
backs Allawi. His main opponent in Wash-
ington is thought to be Chalabi, a distant 
relative. 

Though Chalabi and Allawi both oppose an 
Iraqi government run by Islamics, they split 
over the structure of a new secular govern-
ment.

Chalabi would like to rid the country of 
anything to do with Hussein’s Baath Party, 
while Chalabi—a member of the Baath Party 
before it was hijacked by Hussein in the 
1970s—believes the new government should 
be built upon the existing foundations. 

‘‘There are options available to make use 
of the civil structures that are available in 
Iraq rather than throwing everything out,’’ 
said R. Paul Stimers of Allawi’s lobbying 
firm, Preston Gates. 

Allawi, a neuroscientist by training, sur-
vived a vicious assassination attempt in the 
late 1970s when Hussein allies tried to axe 
him to death in his sleep. He later became a 
source of important—and sometimes sus-
pect—intelligence information to the CIA. 

After the war, he was appointed to the in-
terim Iraqi Governing Council and tapped to 
take charge of security for the country. 

In Washington, Allawia and his British 
benefactor last fall hired Patrick Theros, a 
former U.S. ambassador to Qatar, to build 
his base of support among key Members of 
Congress and the Bush administration. 

Theros runs a consulting firm, Theros & 
Theros, with his wife and son out of their 
home in a leafy section of Northwest Wash-
ington. 

With a total monthly budget that began at 
$122,000, Allawi brought on New York public 
relations agency Brown Lloyd James Ltd.—a 
firm that once represented the Beatles—for 
$12,500 a month. 

For lobbying work, Allawi tapped Wash-
ington lobbying shop Preston Gates for 
$100,000 a month, though the firm has since 
lowered its monthly retainer to less than 
$50,000. 

According to contracts filed with the Jus-
tice Department, the firms will help Allawi 
‘‘gain U.S. government support for his policy 
suggestions for Iraq’’ by ‘‘explain[ing] his 
views on the security and political situation 
in Iraq.’’

Theros, who is making about $10,000 a 
month from Allawi, plans to attend ‘‘public 
forums, seminars, events and meetings which 
represent an opportunity’’ to express 
Allawi’s ideas. 

Allawi’s lobbying effort was expected to 
end this spring when the United States was 
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expected to hand control over the govern-
ment to Iraq. 

But with the prospects of meeting that 
deadline dim, the lobbying and public rela-
tions campaign is expected to continue.

Mr. DELAHUNT. If the gentleman 
will yield, I think I can answer his 
question at least in part here. As the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania just in-
dicated, there are rival camps now that 
presumably the American taxpayer is 
supporting in their lobbying efforts in 
terms of securing more resources and 
more tax dollars from Congress and the 
administration. But it would appear 
that Mr. Chalabi has an advantage. Ac-
cording to the Roll Call edition of 
today, it reports that unlike the Iraqi 
newcomers to Washington, Chalabi has 
worked for years in Washington culti-
vating friendships with key players 
like CHENEY, like Vice President DICK 
CHENEY, Paul Wolfowitz and Richard 
Perle, all gentlemen that we have 
heard from during the course of the de-
bate that many in the majority party 
have described as so-called 
neoconservatives. 

The Roll Call article goes on to indi-
cate that since 1986, Shea & Gardner 
has represented Chalabi and his Iraqi 
National Congress in Washington for 
$10,000 a month. So Mr. Chalabi cer-
tainly was an individual of some afflu-
ence. Clearly that was the impression 
that the Jordanians had when they 
convicted him of embezzling some 300 
million American dollars from a sig-
nificant financial institution in Jor-
dan. But that was $10,000 a month. For 
your edification, for those of the view-
ing audience, they should be aware 
that one of the partners at Shea & 
Gardner is James Woolsey, the former 
CIA Director who has been an out-
spoken advocate for military interven-
tion in Iraq. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. If the gen-
tleman will yield, I want to make sure 
I understood really, because I have had 
some conversations with Mr. Woolsey. 
They were affable. I considered them 
informative and straightforward. I just 
want to make sure. You mean when he 
was talking to me about these issues, 
he was part of a firm that was being 
paid $10,000 a month by one of the indi-
viduals, by Chalabi himself? 

Mr. DELAHUNT. By Chalabi himself. 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. That was never 

revealed to me. I must say, and I want 
it on the record, that I resent that. If 
I knew that at least, that is okay. I am 
an adult. I am perfectly capable of dif-
ferentiating between someone’s sin-
cerely held views and business associa-
tions they might have. If somebody 
represents to me that, look, I just want 
to tell you that we have a business re-
lationship with this person, but I hope 
you will grant me that I am speaking 
to you, giving you my best and sin-
cerest personal judgment regardless of 
my connection, I can accept that, and 
I would have, surely, because I like to 
think that I am a person, I hope, of 
some integrity, and I would do the 
same. If I have strong views about 

something, I will certainly tell people 
the whys and wherefores of it. But as a 
Member of Congress and having had 
conversations with Mr. Woolsey con-
cerning some of these issues, not to 
have that kind of information, I think, 
is a subterfuge. 

I am sorry to say it. It pains me. It 
pains me to say that. What you just 
said to me is, in fact, shocking. If peo-
ple want to be cynical about it or think 
that I am just making some rhetorical 
flourish, they can think so, but it is 
not. I do not conduct my affairs that 
way. I do not deal with other people 
that way. I feel personally offended, to 
tell you the truth, that such a thing 
could take place. I had no idea that 
there was that kind of relationship, be-
cause I think that might have colored 
what was said to me. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. I would hope, and 
yet it would appear to be a remote pos-
sibility, given all that we know, that 
Mr. Woolsey was unaware of the rep-
resentation possibly by another part-
ner. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. If the gen-
tleman will yield further, Mr. Woolsey 
has appeared on television numerous 
times as a commentator. He has been 
introduced as the former head of the 
CIA. I have seen him often making 
commentary and being asked for his 
perspective, and never once have I 
heard on any of those television shows, 
never once, unless I missed it, maybe I 
tuned in in the middle, maybe there is 
something that I missed, but I do not 
believe ever once on any of those shows 
that any of those hosts ever indicated 
that he is being paid by a member of 
the Governing Council, or that his firm 
is being paid by a member of the Gov-
erning Council, and that therefore, at 
the very least, on the basis of full dis-
closure that we should know that so 
that you can take that into account if 
you think that is pertinent with re-
spect to what he is saying. 

I wonder if the hosts of some of these 
television shows and radio shows and 
even those newspaper columnists who 
are quoting Mr. Woolsey are aware or 
whether they have made the inquiry as 
to whether or not such a situation ex-
ists. What bothers me as a Member of 
Congress, does this mean that I have to 
ask every single person that speaks to 
me, every single person with whom I 
have a conversation for a list of par-
ticulars as to what their associations 
are before I engage in a conversation or 
can expect on my part to receive infor-
mation that is the best judgment of 
this person rather than the paid retorts 
and paid-for positions of someone who 
is in the hire of somebody else? 

Mr. DELAHUNT. I share your dis-
appointment. I really do. I find it so in-
credulous that I will presume that 
there is some responsible answer why 
that disclosure was never made.

b 2350 

Maybe this is a question of inac-
curate reporting, but this is what ap-
peared today in the Roll Call magazine 

that is distributed throughout the Cap-
itol building. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman would yield again to me, 
the newspaper article, again, I am pre-
suming that it is accurate. Does it in-
dicate that this is a current relation-
ship? 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Let me read it 
again, and let me go on because there 
is more information. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I 
realize I am taking time up here, but I 
am genuinely upset and shocked by 
this because I feel personally used. I 
mean, some of these conversations 
took place on official trips of the 
United States Government. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Again, I am reading 
for the gentleman’s benefit and for 
those who are viewing our conversation 
here this evening: ‘‘Since 1986 Shea & 
Gardner has represented Chalabi and 
his Iraqi National Congress in Wash-
ington for about $10,000 a month. One 
of the partners at Shea & Gardner is 
James Woolsey, the former CIA direc-
tor. 

‘‘Chalabi also gets help from Francis 
Brooke, a political consultant, and 
Riva Levinson, the Washington firm 
founded by Charles Black, a long-time 
ally of President Bush. 

‘‘These contacts have paid off: at this 
year’s State of the Union address, 
Chalabi sat in the VIP box with the 
first lady, Laura Bush. Chalabi was 
also one of the few Iraqis permitted to 
meet face to face with Saddam Hussein 
in his cell in the hours after his cap-
ture in late December. 

‘‘Chalabi has long been considered 
the favorite of the Defense Department 
officials to lead Iraq’s new govern-
ment.’’

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, there is 
something else troubling about this. 
The gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) is correct and he is right to 
be personally offended by the lack of 
disclosure. And it is also clear from 
this article that a lot of money is being 
spent to influence the gentleman from 
Hawaii and me and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) and 
every other Member of Congress, and 
we have a right to know who is being 
paid to influence us and what the sub-
ject matter is. 

But the fact that this article also 
demonstrates that the Bush adminis-
tration is pushing three different peo-
ple to be the next leader of the Iraq 
government leads to the following 
question: What does come next in the 
larger governance question? We know 
that Paul Bremer has been advocating 
on behalf of the Bush administration 
this concept of caucuses, that when the 
Bush administration leaves Iraq on 
June 30, at least the civil authority is 
pulled out, that Paul Bremer has been 
pushing for caucuses to take the place 
of direct elections and somehow lead to 
a representative form of self-govern-
ment for Iraq. 

The problem is none of the Iraqis like 
that idea. The head of the majority 
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Shiite Muslims do not like that idea. 
The Kurds do not like that idea. That 
is not going to happen. What is going 
to take the place of the American-ap-
pointed 25-member group of what most 
Iraqis think are American puppets, the 
Iraqi Governing Council, what is going 
to take their place, particularly if the 
Bush administration has three dif-
ferent favorites to lead the next gov-
ernment? What comes next? We have 
got an arbitrary deadline set by the 
President of June 30 to withdraw the 
civilian authority, a date that seems 
more based upon the upcoming election 
than any ability of the Iraqi people to 
actually conduct a self-government. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, is the 
gentleman suggesting that there is no 
exit strategy? 

Mr. HOEFFEL. I could not have said 
it better. There is clearly no exit strat-
egy. In fact, there are three different 
strategies, if the Roll Call article is 
correct, about who is supposed to lead 
the next government, and all of this is 
supposed to come to fruition by June 
30. 

Iraq Watch has to come to fruition in 
5 minutes tonight. I want to give my 
two colleagues an opportunity to make 
any closing comments. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I 
would just like to say in that regard 
that this is my 30th year in public serv-
ice. I have made friendships and con-
ducted business, legislative business, 
and evolved personal relationships over 
those 30 years with a great number of 
individuals. I have particularly valued 
those who are sometimes disparagingly 
referred to as special interests or lob-
byists as if that is seen by many people 
as a derogatory term or a term of deni-
gration. And I do not see it that way. 
I want to make it clear in terms of my 
expressed disappointment with regard 
to this revelation about Mr. Woolsey; 
and now I guess I am going to have to 
wonder about everybody else too that I 
have a conversation with, I am not try-
ing to keep people from making a liv-
ing.

It does not bother me any. As I say, 
I have friends who lobby on behalf of 
what are called special interests. We 
all have special interests. We are a 
multiplicity of special interests. One 
has only to read the Federalist Papers 
to understand that. In fact, it can be 
seen as the bulwark of a democratic re-
public because we do have factions and 
many interests competing with one an-
other for attention and for approba-
tion. There is no question about that. 
The only question to be answered in 
that is do we know that, do we know 
who they are and what they are and 
why they are and so on so we can dis-
cern what the difference is? 

I have no problem with people who 
are our friends, personal and otherwise, 
making their positions known to me or 
to anyone else in the Congress or any-
where else in public office. What both-
ers me is when positions are rep-
resented to us and we do not know that 
someone, in fact, is a paid representa-

tive, particularly on issues of war and 
peace, life and death. The folks know 
and the Speaker knows that I am a 
member of the Committee on Armed 
Services and those are the kinds of 
things we vote on every day, and I 
think every member there, regardless 
of party, takes seriously, deadly seri-
ously, I might say without any sense of 
irony attached to it, take seriously 
their responsibility. 

But we are dependent in the Congress 
on getting good information. The 
President of the United States is de-
pendent upon getting good information 
and making solid judgments based on 
that information. Anybody who fails to 
give the best possible information with 
the fullest knowledge behind it and the 
resources is undermining the Constitu-
tion of the United States and failing 
their responsibilities as a citizen. In 
this regard, then, I feel ill used in this 
process by Mr. Woolsey, and I feel very 
definitely that the press and the Con-
gress need to make inquiries of every-
body who comes before us presenting 
that information and perspective to us 
upon which we have to act in matters 
of life and death. Everybody has to 
have the fullest inquiry made of them 
as to what their sources of income are 
and what their sources of information 
are, whether they are tainted. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, if I can 
add to the gentleman’s comments, spe-
cifically about what appeared to be the 
distortions of information in Iraq. I am 
not speaking of Mr. Woolsey. I am 
speaking of the Iraqi Governing Coun-
cil representatives, Mr. Chalabi and 
others. I do not want to see them ben-
efit any more than they already have 
from their relationships if they have 
misled this country and this govern-
ment, and I hope that Congress can fig-
ure out a way to deny those individ-
uals, if we can show they intentionally 
misled us, from any further contract 
with the U.S. Government, benefit 
from the U.S. Government, promotion 
by the U.S. Government. If we have 
been intentionally misled, if we had 
gone to war in part under their false 
comments and under false pretenses, 
and particularly, as I believe happened, 
there have been additional American 
deaths because of that faulty informa-
tion, we need to cut off those relation-
ships and prohibit any further financial 
relationships with these malfeasors. 

I yield to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT). 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
think what he is saying is what we 
need is something that does not exist 
here in Washington at this moment in 
our history. And that is openness and 
transparency and accountability, and 
it is not happening. To think that, and 
I do not know whether it was the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
HOEFFEL) or the gentleman from Ha-
waii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) that men-
tioned it, they continued to benefit and 
with an attitude that arrogance is not 
a suitable adjective. It is far beyond ar-

rogance. And it is time to lay every-
thing out on the table or the American 
people will lose confidence, not only in 
the President but in the Congress. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Can we con-
clude, Mr. Speaker, by saying that, at 
least for the three of us I think I can 
speak, there will be openness and 
transparency and accountability on 
this floor. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleagues for their comments. Iraq 
Watch will be back next week.

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Ms. KILPATRICK (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons. 

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of travel 
problems. 

Mr. OSE (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today on account of family 
reasons.

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. DEFAZIO) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. OWENS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mrs. MALONEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MEEKs of New York, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. PAYNE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WATSON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. CARSON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. BURTON of Indiana) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia, for 5 minutes, 
February 25. 

Mr. HENSARLING, for 5 minutes, Feb-
ruary 25. 

Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, February 

25. 
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Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

today and February 25. 
Mr. SOUDER, for 5 minutes, today and 

February 25. 
Mr. KING of Iowa, for 5 minutes, Feb-

ruary 25. 
Mr. KIRK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. NUSSLE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GILCHREST, for 5 minutes, Feb-

ruary 25. 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, for 5 

minutes, today.

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows:

S. 1786. An act to revise and extend the 
Community Services Block Grant Act, the 

Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Act of 
1981, and the Assets for Independence Act; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and the Committee 
on Ways and Means for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-

ported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker:

H.R. 743. An act to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act and the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide additional safeguards for So-
cial Security and Supplemental Security In-
come beneficiaries with representative pay-

ees, to enhance program protections, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title:

S. 523. An act to make technical correc-
tions to laws relating to Native Americans, 
and for other purposes.

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at midnight), the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
February 25, 2004, at 10 a.m.

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for speaker-authorized official travel during the 
fourth quarter of 2003 and the first quarter of 2004, pursuant to Public Law 95–384 are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, HON. PHIL S. ENGLISH, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN DEC. 18 AND DEC. 21, 2003 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Phil S. English ................................................ 12/18 12/21 Germany ................................................ 390.42 482.00 .................... 6,385.92 .................... .................... .................... 6,867.92

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... 390.42 482.00 .................... 6,385.92 .................... .................... .................... 6,867.92

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

PHIL S. ENGLISH, Jan. 27, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, MR. AARON H. LEVY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 5 AND JAN. 10, 2004 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Aaron H. Levy .......................................................... 1/8 1/10 UK ......................................................... 478 874.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... 478.00 874.00
1/5 1/8 Israel ..................................................... 4,871 1,092.00 .................... .................... 472.00 106.89 5,343.00 1,198.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,072.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

AARON H. LEVY, Jan. 26, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Bob Goodlatte ................................................. 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Hon. Doug Ose ......................................................... 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Hon. Tom Osborne ................................................... 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Hon. Sam Graves ..................................................... 12/11 12/13 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Hon. Dennis Rehberg ............................................... 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Hon. Leonard Boswell .............................................. 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Hon. Randy Neugebauer .......................................... 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Laverne Hubert ........................................................ 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003—

Continued

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Brent Gattis ............................................................. 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Lynn Gallagher ........................................................ 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Jason Vaillan Court ................................................. 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Elyse Bauer .............................................................. 12/13 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00
12/14 12/16 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 666.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 666.00
12/16 12/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/18 12/19 Italy ....................................................... .................... 461.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 461.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 24,937.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 24,937.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

BOB GOODLATTE, Chairman, Jan. 21, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Kay Granger .................................................... 10/3 10/5 Canada ................................................. .................... 753.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 753.00
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,210.71 .................... .................... .................... 2,210.71

Hon. C.W. Bill Young ............................................... 10/22 10/23 Spain .................................................... .................... 298.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 298.00
10/23 10/28 Italy ....................................................... .................... 614.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 614.00

Hon. Jim Kolbe ......................................................... 10/22 10/23 Spain .................................................... .................... 298.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 298.00
10/23 10/28 Italy ....................................................... .................... 614.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 614.00

Hon. Rodney Frelinghuysen ..................................... 10/22 10/23 Spain .................................................... .................... 298.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 298.00
10/23 10/28 Italy ....................................................... .................... 614.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 614.00

David Jolly ............................................................... 10/22 10/23 Spain .................................................... .................... 298.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 298.00
10/23 10/28 Italy ....................................................... .................... 614.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 614.00

Hon. Jim Kolbe ......................................................... 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Scott B. Gudes ........................................................ 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00

John Blazey .............................................................. 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Hon. James P. Moran .............................................. 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Hon. John E. Sweeney .............................................. 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Hon. Jo Ann Emerson .............................................. 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00 
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75 
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00 

Hon. Dave Weldon ................................................... 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00 
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75 
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00 

Hon. Charles H. Taylor ............................................ 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00 
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75 
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00 

Hon. Tom Latham .................................................... 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00 
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75 
11/10 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00 

Hon. Patrick J. Kennedy ........................................... 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00 
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75 
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00 

Hon. David E. Price ................................................. 11/8 11/10 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 476.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 476.00 
11/10 11/11 Syria ...................................................... .................... 262.75 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 262.75 
11/11 11/12 Germany ................................................ .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00 

Hon. David Hobson .................................................. 11/15 11/17 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00 
Hon. Robert Aderholt ............................................... 11/15 11/17 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00 
Hon. Steny Hoyer ..................................................... 11/15 11/17 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00 
Brian Potts .............................................................. 11/15 11/17 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 300.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 300.00 
Sarah Young ............................................................ 11/13 11/16 Germany ................................................ .................... 300.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 300.00 

11/16 11/18 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,000.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,000.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,946.28 .................... .................... .................... 4,946.28 

Hon. Frank Wolf ....................................................... 12/3 12/7 Jordan (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 916.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 916.00
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,945.52 .................... .................... .................... 6,945.52

John Shank .............................................................. 11/30 12/2 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 842.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 842.00
12/2 12/4 Bulgaria ................................................ .................... 530.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 530.00
12/4 12/7 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,383.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,383.00

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,131.37 .................... .................... .................... 6,131.37
Beverly Aimaro Pheto .............................................. 11/30 12/2 Hong Kong ............................................ .................... 822.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 822.00

12/2 12/4 Thailand ................................................ .................... 456.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 456.00
12/4 12/6 Singapore .............................................. .................... 512.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 512.00

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,311.93 .................... .................... .................... 7,311.93
Elizabeth A. Phillips ................................................ 12/3 12/10 Italy ....................................................... .................... 2,100.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,100.00 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 681.81 .................... 681.81
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,796.22 .................... .................... .................... 5,796.22

Hon. Dave Weldon ................................................... 11/30 12/2 Zambia ................................................. .................... 690.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 690.00
12/2 12/3 Rwanda ................................................. .................... 201.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 201.00
12/3 12/4 Kenya .................................................... .................... 295.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 295.00

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,871.06 .................... .................... .................... 8,781.06
John Blazey .............................................................. 12/8 12/18 India ..................................................... .................... 2,488.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,488.00

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,410.00 .................... .................... .................... 0,410.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003—Contin-

ued

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Jack Kingston .................................................. 12/11 12/13 Kuwait (and Iraq) ................................. .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 191.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 191.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 32,904.00 .................... 51,533.09 .................... 681.81 .................... 85,118.90

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military airtransportation. 

BILL YOUNG, Chairman, Jan. 28, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, OFFICE OF SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED 
BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Thomas K. Baker ..................................................... 10/26 11/1 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 1,458.25 .................... 7,669.90 .................... 247.25 .................... 9,375.40
Carroll L. Hauver ..................................................... 10/26 11/1 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 1,458.25 .................... 7,669.90 .................... 232.65 .................... 9,360.80
James A. Higham .................................................... 11/5 11/9 Korea ..................................................... .................... 1,042.50 .................... 4,651.52 .................... 27.04 .................... 5,721.06
William J. McGinnis ................................................. 11/5 11/9 Korea ..................................................... .................... 1,042.50 .................... 4,651.52 .................... 39.00 .................... 5,733.02
Robert H. Pearre, Jr. ................................................ 11/5 11/9 Korea ..................................................... .................... 1,112.00 .................... 4,651.52 .................... 117.72 .................... 5,881.24
Robert J. Reitwiesner ............................................... 10/26 11/1 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 1,458.25 .................... 7,669.90 .................... 377.19 .................... 9,505.34

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 7,571.75 .................... 36,964.26 .................... 1,040.85 .................... 45,576.86

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

THOMAS K. BAKER. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Visit to Turkey, Kuwait, Iraq, Bahrain, Qatar, 
Saudi Arabia, and the United Kingdom, October 
9–15, 2003: 

Hon. Jim Saxton .............................................. 10/9 10/10 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 281.00
10/10 10/14 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,556.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,556.00
10/11 10/12 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Bahrain ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/14 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/15 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 403.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 403.00

Hon. Jim Turner .............................................. 10/9 10/10 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 281.00
10/10 10/14 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,556.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,556.00
10/11 10/12 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Bahrain ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/14 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/15 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 403.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 403.00

Hon. John M. McHugh .................................... 10/9 10/10 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 281.00
10/10 10/14 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,556.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,556.00
10/11 10/12 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Bahrain ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
1/13 1/13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

10/14 10/14 Saudia Arabia ....................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/15 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 403.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 403.00

Hon. Michael Turner ....................................... 10/9 10/10 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 281.00
10/10 10/14 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,556.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,556.00
10/11 10/12 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Bahrain ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
1/14 1/14 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

10/14 10/15 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 403.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 403.00
Hon. John Kline ............................................... 10/9 10/10 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 281.00

10/10 10/14 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,556.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,556.00
10/11 10/12 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Bahrain ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/14 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/15 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 403.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 403.00

Thomas E. Hawley .......................................... 10/9 10/10 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 281.00
10/10 10/14 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,556.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,556.00
10/11 10/12 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Bahrain ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/14 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/15 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 403.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 403.00

William H. Natter ............................................ 10/9 10/10 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 281.00
10/10 10/14 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,556.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,556.00
10/11 10/12 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Bahrain ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/13 10/13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/14 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/14 10/15 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 403.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 403.00

Visit to Iraq and Kuwait, October 18–19, 2003: 
Hon. Mac Thornberry ...................................... 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00

10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Vic Snyder .............................................. 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00

10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Rob Simmons ......................................... 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00

10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Baron P. Hill .......................................... 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00

10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

VerDate jul 14 2003 04:09 Feb 25, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00048 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 8634 E:\CR\FM\A24FE7.001 H24PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H565February 24, 2004 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003—Contin-

ued

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Tom Cole ................................................ 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00
10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Madeline Z. Bordallo .............................. 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00
10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Mike Rogers ........................................... 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00
10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Douglas C. Roach ........................................... 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00
10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Debra S. Wada ............................................... 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00
10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Harald O. Stavenas ........................................ 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00
10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Jesse D. Tolleson ............................................ 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00
10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Mac Thornberry ...................................... 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.00
Visit to El Salvador, December 4–6, 2003: Mr. 

Hugh N. Johnston, Jr..
12/14 12/6 El Salvador ........................................... .................... 412.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 412.50

Commercial transportation ............................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 923.00 .................... .................... .................... 923.00
Visit to Spain, Italy, Syria, Israel, Turkey and Ire-

land With Codel Cox, December 10–18, 2003: 
Hon. Jeff Miller ............................................... 12/10 12/11 Spain .................................................... .................... 357.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 357.00

12/11 12/12 Italy ....................................................... .................... 922.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 922.00
12/13 12/14 Syria ...................................................... .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00
12/14 12/15 Israel ..................................................... .................... 362.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 362.00
12/15 12/17 Turkey ................................................... .................... 828.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 828.00
12/17 12/18 Ireland .................................................. .................... 308.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 308.00

Visit to Kuwait, Iraq and Germany, December 11–
14, 2003: 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ Mckeon .................... 12/11 12/13 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/12 12/13 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 191.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 191.00

Hon. Frank LoBiondo ...................................... 12/11 12/13 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/12 12/13 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 191.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 191.00

Hon. Jim Cooper ............................................. 12/11 12/13 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/12 12/13 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 191.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 191.00

John D. Chapla ............................................... 12/11 12/13 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/12 12/13 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 191.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 191.00

Jeremiah J. Gertler .......................................... 12/11 12/13 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/12 12/13 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 191.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 191.00

Lynn W. Henselman ........................................ 12/11 12/13 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/12 12/13 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 191.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 191.00

Visit to Germany, December 13–17, 2003: Ronald 
S. Phillips.

12/13 12/17 Germany ................................................ .................... 884.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 884.00

Visit to Bosnia, Kosovo and Austria, December 
15–19, 2003: 

William H. Natter ............................................ 12/15 12/18 Bosnia ................................................... .................... 518.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 518.00
12/18 12/18 Kosovo ................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/18 12/19 Austria .................................................. .................... 293.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 293.00

Commercial transportation ............................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,327.02 .................... .................... .................... 5,327.02
Visit to Kuwait, Iraq, Bahrain, Afghanistan and 

Djibouti, December 15–19, 2003: 
Henry J. Schweiter .......................................... 12/15 12/17 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00

12/16 12/17 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/17 12/19 Bahrain ................................................. .................... 646.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 646.00
12/18 12/18 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/19 12/19 Djibouti ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Visit to Kuwait, Iraq and Germany, December 20–
23, 2003: 

Hon. Roscoe G. Bartlett .................................. 12/20 12/22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 800.00
12/21 12/22 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/22 12/23 Germany ................................................ .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Hon. Gene Taylor ............................................ 12/20 12/22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 800.00
12/21 12/22 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/22 12/23 Germany ................................................ .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Hon. Phil Gingrey ............................................ 12/20 12/22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 800.00
12/21 12/22 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/22 12/23 Germany ................................................ .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Hon. Loretta Sanchez ..................................... 12/19 12/22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,056.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,056.00
12/21 12/22 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/22 12/23 Germany ................................................ .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Commercial transportation .................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,532.51 .................... .................... .................... 1,532.51
Douglas C. Roach ........................................... 12/20 12/22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 800.00

12/21 12/22 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/22 12/23 Germany ................................................ .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Mary Ellen Fraser ........................................... 12/20 12/22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 800.00
12/21 12/22 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/22 12/23 Germany ................................................ .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Hugh Brady ..................................................... 12/20 12/22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 800.00
12/21 12/22 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/22 12/23 Germany ................................................ .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 39,782.50 .................... 7,782.53 .................... .................... .................... 47,565.03

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

DUNCAN HUNTER, Chairman, Jan. 30, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. Jo Bonner ........................................................ 12/11 12/13 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00
12/12 12/13 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12/14 12/14 Germany ................................................ .................... 191.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 191.00
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH566 February 24, 2004 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003—Contin-

ued

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 995.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 995.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JIM NUSSLE, Chairman, Jan. 30, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. J. Gresham Barrett .......................................... 10/18 10/19 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 389.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 389.00
10/18 10/19 Iraq (day trips) ..................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Michael Oxley .................................................. 11/15 11/15 Jordan ................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
11/15 11/15 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
11/15 11/17 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
11/16 11/16 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Ginny Brown-Waite .......................................... 11/15 11/15 Jordan ................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
11/15 11/15 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
11/15 11/17 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 804.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 804.00
11/16 11/16 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,997.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,997.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3Military air transportation. 

MICHAEL G. OXLEY, Chairman, Jan. 29, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. (3)1, 
200(3) 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Ar-
rival 

Depar-
ture 

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

BOB NEY, Chairman, Jan. 20, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 
2003 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

David Adams ........................................................... 10/22 10/28 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 969.00 .................... 5,906.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,875.00
Hon. Cass Ballenger ................................................ 10/22 10/29 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 268.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 268.00

11/29 12/1 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 496.00 .................... 2,880.90 .................... .................... .................... 3,376.90
Hon. Chris Bell ........................................................ 10/24 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00

10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00
Patrick Brennan ....................................................... 10/22 10/24 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 496.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 496.00

11/29 12/01 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 496.00 .................... 2,496.40 .................... .................... .................... 2,992.40
Hon. Steve Chabot ................................................... 10/22 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00

10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00
Hon. Jo Ann Davis ................................................... 10/9 10/13 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,784.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,784.00

10/13 10/14 Poland ................................................... .................... 88.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 88.00
Hon. William Delahunt ............................................ 10/22 10/24 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 596.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 596.00
Hon. Jeff Flake ......................................................... 12/15 12/18 Israel ..................................................... .................... 915.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 915.50

12/18 12/19 ............................................................... .................... 255.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 255.00
Hon. Elton Gallegly .................................................. 11/29 11/30 Japan .................................................... .................... 194.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 194.00

11/30 12/12 Thailand ................................................ .................... 2,640.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,640.00
11/29 12/12 ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4 4,902.13 .................... .................... .................... 4 4,902.13

Kirsti Garlock ........................................................... 12/15 12/19 Greece ................................................... .................... 928.00 .................... 4,625.07 .................... .................... .................... 5,553.07
Kristen Gilley ........................................................... 12/15 12/19 Greece ................................................... .................... 903.00 .................... 3,753.04 .................... .................... .................... 4,656.04
Hon. Mark Green ...................................................... 10/22 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00

10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00
Hon. Peter King ....................................................... 10/22 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00

10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00
Robert King .............................................................. 10/22 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00

10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00
Hon. Thomas Lantos ................................................ 10/23 10/24 Israel ..................................................... .................... 362.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 362.00

10/24 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 952.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 952.00
10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00

David Lee ................................................................. 12/10 12/11 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 742.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 742.00
12/11 12/13 Austria .................................................. .................... 486.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 486.00
12/13 12/17 Turkey ................................................... .................... 914.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 914.00
12/10 12/17 ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4 6,912.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 6,912.00

Jessica Lewis ........................................................... 11/29 12/01 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 339.00 .................... 2,496.00 .................... .................... .................... 2,835.00
Noelle Lusane .......................................................... 12/11 12/13 Ghana ................................................... .................... 416.00 .................... 5,909.92 .................... .................... .................... 6,325.92
Caleb McCarry ......................................................... 10/22 10/24 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 481.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 481.00
Hon. Betty McCollum ............................................... 10/22 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00

10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00
Hon. Thaddeus McCotter ......................................... 12/5 12/7 Italy ....................................................... .................... 922.00 .................... 3,612.15 .................... .................... .................... 4,534.15
John Mackey ............................................................ 11/10 11/16 Colombia ............................................... .................... 225.00 .................... 1,966.90 .................... .................... .................... 2,191.90

12/10 12/11 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 742.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 742.00
12/11 12/13 Austria .................................................. .................... 486.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 486.00
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H567February 24, 2004 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 

2003—Continued

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

12/13 12/17 Turkey ................................................... .................... 914.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 914.00
12/10 12/17 ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4 6,912.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 6,912.00

Alan Makovsky ......................................................... 10/23 10/24 Israel ..................................................... .................... 362.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 362.00
10/24 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 952.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 952.00
10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00

Hon. Gregory Meeks ................................................. 10/22 10/24 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 596.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 596.00
Paul Oostburg-Sanz ................................................. 10/22 10/24 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 390.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 390.00

11/7 11/11 Brazil .................................................... .................... 605.00 .................... 7,069.31 .................... .................... .................... 7,674.31
Hon. Donald Payne .................................................. 12/11 12/13 Ghana ................................................... .................... 416.00 .................... 6,073.42 .................... .................... .................... 6,489.42
Patrick Prisco .......................................................... 10/8 10/12 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,584.00 .................... 5,589.09 .................... .................... .................... 7,173.09
Hon. Edward Royce .................................................. 10/22 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00

10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00
Jonathan Scharfen ................................................... 12/10 12/11 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 742.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 742.00

12/11 12/13 Austria .................................................. .................... 486.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 486.00
12/13 12/17 Turkey ................................................... .................... 914.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 914.00
12/10 12/17 ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4 6,912.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 6,912.00

Doug Seay ................................................................ 11/21 11/23 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 972.26 .................... 5,865.30 .................... .................... .................... 6,837.56
Thomas Sheehy ........................................................ 10/22 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00

10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00
Paula Sheil .............................................................. 11/29 11/30 Japan .................................................... .................... 194.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 194.00

11/30 12/12 Thailand ................................................ .................... 2,640.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,640.00
11/29 12/12 ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4 4,902.13 .................... .................... .................... 4 4,902.13

Sam Stratman ......................................................... 10/24 10/27 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,190.00
10/27 10/28 Turkey ................................................... .................... 281.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 281.00

Hon. Diane Watson .................................................. 11/29 12/1 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 596.00 .................... 3,284.40 .................... .................... .................... 3,880.40
Hillel Weinberg ........................................................ 10/22 10/28 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 1,002.00 .................... 5,906.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,908.00
Hon. Robert Wexler .................................................. 12/2 12/4 Romania ............................................... .................... 2,160.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,160.00

12/4 12/5 Bulgaria ................................................ .................... 250.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 250.00
12/2 12/5 ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4 5,595.27 .................... .................... .................... 4 5,595.27

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 47,671.76 .................... 103,569.43 .................... .................... .................... 151,241.19

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
4 Round trip airfares. 

HENRY HYDE, Chairman. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. John Tanner ..................................................... 11/15 11/17 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 778.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 778.00
11/17 11/18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 241.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Hon. Mark Foley ....................................................... 12/5 12/7 Italy ....................................................... .................... 872.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 872.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,891.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,891.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

BILL THOMAS, Chairman, Jan. 28, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 
AND DEC. 31, 2003 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Elizabeth Pryor ......................................................... ............. 09/30 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,501.00 .................... .................... .................... 2,501.00
10/1 10/5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,199.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,199.00
10/5 10/17 Poland ................................................... .................... 2,593.00 .................... 3,673.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,266.00
10/17 10/22 Jordan ................................................... .................... 957.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 957.00

Janice Helwig ........................................................... ............. 10/1 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,568.00 .................... .................... .................... 5,568.00
10/2 12/20 Austria .................................................. .................... 19,440.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 19,440.00

Ronald McNamara ................................................... ............. 10/4 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,629.00 .................... .................... .................... 5,629.00
10/5 10/11 Poland ................................................... .................... 1,503.00 .................... 20.00 .................... 550.00 .................... 2,073.00
10/11 10/15 Belarus ................................................. .................... 597.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 597.00

Erika Schlager ......................................................... ............. 10/4 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,142.00 .................... .................... .................... 4,142.00
10/5 10/18 Poland ................................................... .................... 3,013.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,013.00

Janice Helwig ........................................................... ............. 10/5 Austria .................................................. .................... .................... .................... 1,195.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,195.00
10/5 10/18 Poland ................................................... .................... 3,009.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,009.00

Hon. Christopher Smith ........................................... ............. 10/8 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/9 10/13 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,784.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,784.00
10/13 10/14 Poland ................................................... .................... 241.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Hon. Benjamin Cardin ............................................. ............. 10/8 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... ....................
10/9 10/13 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,784.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,784.00
10/13 10/14 Poland ................................................... .................... 241.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Hon. Joseph Pitts ..................................................... ............. 10/8 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... ....................
10/9 10/13 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,784.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,784.00
10/13 10/14 Poland ................................................... .................... 241.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 241.00

Hon. Alcee Hastings ................................................ ............. 10/9 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,486.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,486.00
10/9 10/13 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,784.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,784.00

Dorothy Douglas Taft ............................................... ............. 10/8 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... ....................
10/9 10/13 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,397.00 .................... 915.00 .................... .................... .................... 2,312.00
10/13 10/18 Poland ................................................... .................... 1,239.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,239.00

Orest Deychakiwsky ................................................. ............. 10/8 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,629.00 .................... .................... .................... 5,629.00
10/9 10/10 Poland ................................................... .................... 526.00 .................... 20.00 .................... .................... .................... 546.00
10/11 10/15 Belarus ................................................. .................... 595.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 595.00

Knox Thames ........................................................... ............. 10/8 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10/9 10/13 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,383.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,383.00
10/13 10/14 Poland ................................................... .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00

Chadwick Gore ......................................................... ............. 10/9 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,486.00 .................... .................... .................... 2,486.00
10/9 10/12 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,183.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,183.00
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH568 February 24, 2004 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 

AND DEC. 31, 2003—Continued

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Chadwick Gore ......................................................... ............. 10/17 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,882.00 .................... .................... .................... 7,882.00
10/18 10/23 Jordan ................................................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00

Dorothy Douglas Taft ............................................... ............. 11/4 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 846.00 .................... .................... .................... 846.00
11/5 11/8 Austria .................................................. .................... 729.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 729.00

Marlene Kaufmann .................................................. ............. 11/15 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,590.00 .................... .................... .................... 5,590.00
11/16 11/18 Armenia ................................................ .................... 551.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 551.00
11/18 11/21 Austria .................................................. .................... 486.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 486.00

Janice Helwig ........................................................... ............. 11/29 Austria .................................................. .................... .................... .................... 267.00 .................... .................... .................... 267.00
11/29 12/3 Netherlands .......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Alcee Hastings ................................................ ............. 11/28 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,793.00 .................... .................... .................... 5,793.00
11/29 12/2 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 428.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 428.00
12/4 12/7 Russia ................................................... .................... 870.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 870.00

Elizabeth Pryor ......................................................... ............. 11/29 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,827.00 .................... .................... .................... 5,827.00
11/30 12/2 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 706.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 706.00
12/2 12/4 Belgium ................................................ .................... 511.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 511.00
12/4 12/5 France ................................................... .................... 587.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 587.00

Dorothy Douglas Taft ............................................... ............. 11/30 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,953.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,953.00
12/1 12/3 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 706.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 706.00
12/3 12/6 Belgium ................................................ .................... 786.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 786.00

Ronald McNamara ................................................... ............. 12/2 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,747.00 .................... .................... .................... 4,747.00
12/3 12/9 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,522.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,522.00

John Finerty ............................................................. ............. 12/2 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,601.00 .................... .................... .................... 4,601.00
12/3 12/9 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,210.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,210.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 56,735.00 .................... 77,770.00 .................... 550.00 .................... 135,055.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

CHRISTOPHER SMITH, Cochairman, Feb. 2, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

BOB NEY, Chairman, Jan. 20, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2003 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S.
currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

BILL THOMAS, Chairman, Jan. 26, 2004. 

h 
NOTICE OF PROPOSED 

RULEMAKING 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE, 

Washington, DC, February 12, 2004. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to Section 
303(b) of the Congressional Accountability 
Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1384(b)) (‘‘Act’’), I am 
transmitting on behalf of the Board of Direc-
tors of the Office of Compliance the enclosed 
Second Notice of Proposed Procedural Rule 
Making for publication in the Congressional 
Record. 

We request that this notice be published in 
the Congressional Record. The Act specifies 
that the enclosed Notice be published on the 
first day on which both Houses are in session 
following this transmittal. Any inquiries re-
garding this notice should be addressed to 
the Office of Compliance, Room LA–200, 110 

2nd Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20540; 202–
724–9250, TDD 202–426–1912. 

Sincerely, 
SUSAN S. ROBFOGEL, 

Chair. 
Attachment. 

OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE 

The Congressional Accountability Act of 
1995: Second Notice of Proposed Amendments 
to the Procedural Rules. 

Introductory statement: 
On September 4, 2003, a Notice of Proposed 

Amendments to the Procedural Rules of the 
Office of Compliance was published in the 
Congressional Record at S11110, and H7944. 
As specified by the Congressional Account-
ability Act of 1995 (‘‘Act’’) at Section 303(b) 
(2 U.S.C.1384(b)), a 30 day period for com-
ments from interested parties ensued. In re-
sponse, the Office received a number of com-
ments regarding the proposed amendments. 

At the request of a commenter, for good 
reason shown, the Board of Directors ex-
tended the 30 day comment period until Oc-
tober 20, 2003. The extension of the comment 
period was published in the Congressional 
Record on October 2, 2003 at H9209 and S12361. 

On October 15, 2003, an announcement that 
the Board of Directors intended to hold a 
hearing on December 2, 2003 regarding the 
proposed procedural rule amendments was 
published in the Congressional Record at 
H9475 and S12599. On November 21, 2003, a No-
tice of the cancellation of the December 2, 
2003 hearing was published in the Congres-
sional Record at S15394 and H12304. 

The Board of Directors of the Office of 
Compliance has determined to issue this Sec-
ond Notice of Proposed Amendment to the 
Procedural Rules, which includes changes to 
the initial proposed amendments, together 
with a brief discussion of each proposed 
amendment. As set forth in greater detail 
herein below, interested parties are being af-
forded another opportunity to comment on 
these proposed amendments. 

The complete existing Procedural Rules of 
the Office of Compliance may be found on 
the Office’s web site: www.compliance.gov. 

How to submit comments: 

Comments regarding the proposed amend-
ments to the Rules of Procedure of the Office 
of Compliance set forth in this NOTICE are 

VerDate jul 14 2003 04:09 Feb 25, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00052 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A24FE7.001 H24PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H569February 24, 2004 
invited for a period of thirty (30) days fol-
lowing the date of the appearance of this NO-
TICE in the Congressional Record. In addi-
tion to being posted on the Office of Compli-
ance’s section 508 compliant web site 
(www.compliance.gov), this NOTICE is also 
available in the following alternative for-
mats: Large Print, Braille. Requests for this 
NOTICE in an alternative format should be 
made to: Bill Thompson, Executive Director, 
or Alma Candelaria, Deputy Executive Di-
rector, Office of Compliance, at 202–724–9250 
(voice) or 202–426–1912 (TDD). 

Submission of comments must be made in 
writing to the Executive Director, Office of 
Compliance, 110 Second Street, S.E., Room 
LA–200, Washington, D.C. 20540–1999. It is re-
quested, but not required, that an electronic 
version of any comments be provided on an 
accompanying computer disk. Comments 
may also be submitted by facsimile to the 
Executive Director at 202–426–1913 (a non-
toll-free number.) Those wishing to receive 
confirmation of the receipt of their com-
ments are requested to provide a self-ad-
dressed, stamped post card with their sub-
mission. 

Copies of submitted comments will be 
available for review on the Office’s web site 
at www.compliance.gov, and at the Office of 
Compliance, 110 Second Street, S.E., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20540–1999, on Monday through 
Friday (non-Federal holidays) between the 
hours of 9:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. 

Supplementary Information: The Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995 (CAA), PL 
104–1, was enacted into law on January 23, 
1995. The CAA applies the rights and protec-
tions of 11 federal labor and employment 
statutes to covered employees and employ-
ing offices within the Legislative Branch of 
Government. Section 301 of the CAA (2 
U.S.C. 1381) establishes the Office of Compli-
ance as an independent office within that 
Branch. Section 303 (2 U.S.C. 1383) directs 
that the Executive Director, as the Chief Op-
erating Officer of the agency, adopt rules of 
procedure governing the Office of Compli-
ance, subject to approval by the Board of Di-
rectors of the Office of Compliance. The 
rules of procedure generally establish the 
process by which alleged violations of the 
laws made applicable to the Legislative 
Branch under the CAA will be considered and 
resolved. The rules include procedures for 
counseling, mediation, and election between 
filing an administrative complaint with the 
Office of Compliance or filing a civil action 
in U.S. District Court. The rules also include 
the procedures for processing Occupational 
Safety and Health investigations and en-
forcement, as well as the process for the con-
duct of administrative hearings held as the 
result of the filing of an administrative com-
plaint under all of the statutes applied by 
the Act, and for appeals of a decision by a 
hearing officer to the Board of Directors of 
the Office of Compliance, and for the filing of 
an appeal of a decision by the Board of Direc-
tors to the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit. The rules also con-
tain other matters of general applicability to 
the dispute resolution process and to the op-
eration of the Office of Compliance. 

These proposed amendments to the Rules 
of Procedure are the result of the experience 
of the Office in processing disputes under the 
CAA during the period since the original 
adoption of these rules in 1995. 

How to read the proposed amendments: 
The text of the proposed amendments 

shows [deletions within brackets], and added 
text in italic. Textual additions which have 
been made for the first time in this second 
notice of the proposed amendments are 
shown as italicized bold. Textual deletions 
which have been made for the first time in 
this second notice of the proposed amend-

ments [[are bracketed with double brackets. 
]] Only subsections of the rules which in-
clude proposed amendments are reproduced 
in this notice. The insertion of a series of 
small dots (. . . . .) indicates additional, 
unamended text within a section has not 
been reproduced in this document. The inser-
tion of a series of stars (* * * * *) indicates 
that the unamended text of entire sections of 
the Rules have not been reproduced in this 
document. For the text of other portions of 
the Rules which are not proposed to be 
amended, please access the Office of Compli-
ance web site at www.compliance.gov. 

PROPOSED PROCEDURAL RULE AMENDMENTS 
PART I—OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE 

Office of Compliance Rules of Procedure 
As Amended—February 12, 1998 (Subpart A, 

section 1.02, ‘‘Definitions’’), and as proposed 
to be amended in 2004.

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Subpart A—General Provisions 
§1.01 Scope and Policy 
§1.02 Definitions 
§1.03 Filing and Computation of Time 
§1.04 Availability of Official Information 
§1.05 Designation of Representative 
§1.06 Maintenance of Confidentiality 
§1.07 Breach of Confidentiality Provisions 

Subpart B—Pre-Complaint Procedures Appli-
cable to Consideration of Alleged Violations 
of Part A of Title II of the Congressional Ac-
countability Act of 1995 

§2.01 Matters Covered by Subpart B 
§2.02 Requests for Advice and Information 
§2.03 Counseling 
§2.04 Mediation 
§2.05 Election of Proceedings 
§2.06 Filing of Civil Action 

Subpart C—[Reserved (Section 210—ADA 
Public Services)] 

Subpart D—Compliance, Investigation, En-
forcement and Variance Procedures under 
Section 215 of the CAA (Occupational Safety 
and Health Act of 1970) Inspections, Cita-
tions, and Complaints 

§4.01 Purpose and Scope 
§4.02 Authority for Inspection 
§4.03 Request for Inspections by Employees and 

Employing Offices 
§4.04 Objection to Inspection 
§4.05 Entry Not a Waiver 
§4.06 Advance Notice of Inspection 
§4.07 Conduct of Inspections 
§4.08 Representatives of Employing Offices and 

Employees 
§4.09 Consultation with Employees 
§4.10 Inspection Not Warranted; Informal Re-

view 
§4.11 Citations 
§4.12 Imminent Danger 
§4.13 Posting of Citations 
§4.14 Failure to Correct a Violation for Which a 

Citation Has Been Issued; Notice 
of Failure to Correct Violation; 
Complaint 

§4.15 Informal Conferences 
§4.16 Comments on Occupational Safety and 

Health Reports 

Rules of Practice for Variances, Limitations, 
Variations, Tolerances, and Exemptions 

§4.20 Purpose and Scope 
§4.21 Definitions 
§4.22 Effect of Variances 
§4.23 Public Notice of a Granted Variance, Lim-

itation, Variation, Tolerance, or 
Exemption 

§4.24 Form of Documents 
§4.25 Applications for Temporary Variances and 

other Relief 
§4.26 Applications for Permanent Variances and 

other Relief 
§4.27 Modification or Revocation of Orders 
§4.28 Action on Applications 

§4.29 Consolidation of Proceedings 
§4.30 Consent Findings and Rules or Orders 
§4.31 Order of Proceedings and Burden of Proof 

Subpart E—Complaints 
§5.01 Complaints 
§5.02 Appointment of the Hearing Officer 
§5.03 Dismissal, Summary Judgment, and With-

drawal of Complaint 
§5.04 Confidentiality 

Subpart F—Discovery and Subpoenas 
§6.01 Discovery 
§6.02 Requests for Subpoenas 
§6.03 Service 
§6.04 Proof of Service 
§6.05 Motion to Quash 
§6.06 Enforcement 

Subpart G—Hearings 
§7.01 The Hearing Officer 
§7.02 Sanctions 
§7.03 Disqualification of the Hearing Officer 
§7.04 Motions and Prehearing Conference 
§7.05 Scheduling the Hearing 
§7.06 Consolidation and Joinder of Cases 
§7.07 Conduct of Hearing; Disqualification of 

Representatives 
§7.08 Transcript 
§7.09 Admissibility of Evidence 
§7.10 Stipulations 
§7.11 Official Notice 
§7.12 Confidentiality 
§7.13 Immediate Board Review of a Ruling by a 

Hearing Officer 
§7.14 Briefs 
§7.15 Closing the record 
§7.16 Hearing Officer Decisions; Entry in 

Records of the Office 
Subpart H—Proceedings before the Board 

§8.01 Appeal to the Board 
§8.02 Reconsideration 
§8.03 Compliance with Final Decisions, Requests 

for Enforcement 
§8.04 Judicial Review 

Subpart I—Other Matters of General 
Applicability 

§9.01 Filing, Service and Size Limitations of Mo-
tions, Briefs, Responses and other 
Documents 

§9.02 Signing of Pleadings, Motions and Other 
Filings; Violations of Rules; Sanc-
tions 

§9.03 Attorney’s Fees and Costs 
§9.04 Ex parte Communications 
§9.05 Settlement Agreements 
§9.06 Destruction of Closed Files 
§9.07 Payments [[of]] pursuant to Decisions or 

Awards under Section 415(a) of 
the Act. 

§9.0[6]8 Revocation, Amendment or Waiver of 
Rules

* * * * *
§1.03 Filing and Computation of Time. 

(a) Method of Filing. Documents may be 
filed in person or by mail, including express, 
overnight and other expedited delivery. 
When specifically authorized by the Executive 
Director, or by the Board of Directors in the 
case of an appeal to the Board, any document 
may also be filed by electronic transmittal in a 
designated format. Requests for counseling 
under section 2.03, requests for mediation 
under section 2.04 and complaints under sec-
tion 5.01 of these rules may also be filed by 
facsimile (FAX) transmission. . . . . 

Discussion: The electronic filing option is 
in addition to existing filing procedures, and 
represents the decision of this agency to 
begin to explore the process of migration to-
ward electronic filing. In response to com-
ments, the Board has added Board of Direc-
tors authorization authority to ensure that 
the Executive Director cannot unilaterally 
assume Board authority regarding a matter 
pending before the Board. Because of limits 
in available technology, it will remain nec-
essary to designate a particular format for 
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electronic transmittal. Requiring a des-
ignated format does not impose an undue 
burden, since electronic filing is not re-
quired. Stipulating a web address and system 
for confirmation of receipt of electronic 
transmittal is not appropriate for a formal 
rule, since all documents will not necessarily 
be filed at the same address, and not all fil-
ing requires proof of receipt. Not including 
such information also better safeguards the 
security of document filing. 

(d) Service or filing of documents by certified 
mail, return receipt requested. Whenever these 
rules permit or require service or filing of docu-
ments by certified mail, return receipt requested, 
such documents may also be served or filed by 
express mail or other forms of expedited delivery 
in which proof of [[delivery to]] date of receipt 
by the addressee is provided. 

Discussion: Section 1.03(a)(2)(i) permits 
‘‘other expedited delivery’’ of documents 
being filed for which proof of delivery is not 
required. However, there is no similar provi-
sion with regard to certified mail, return re-
ceipt requested. Such a service method is 
specifically required in Sections 2.03(l), 
2.04(i), and 5.01(e). Particularly in view of the 
lengthened time required to process mail 
through the U.S. Postal Service since 9–11, 
the Board has determined that additional 
flexibility in the use of other mail delivery 
services is also needed as an alternative to 
certified mail, return receipt requested. 

* * * * * 
1.05 Designation of Representative. 

AMENDMENT DELETED (a) An employee, 
other charging individual or party, a wit-
ness, a labor organization, an employing of-
fice, an entity alleged to be responsible for 
correcting a violation wishing to be rep-
resented by another individual must file 
with the Office a written notice of designa-
tion of representative. The representative 
may be, but is not required to be, an attor-
ney. [[During the period of counseling and me-
diation, upon the request of a party, if the Exec-
utive Director concludes that a representative of 
an employee, of a charging party, of a labor or-
ganization, of an employing office, or of an en-
tity alleged to be responsible for correcting a 
violation has a conflict of interest, the Executive 
Director may, after giving the representative an 
opportunity to respond, disqualify the rep-
resentative. In that event, the period for coun-
seling or mediation may be extended by the Ex-
ecutive Director for a reasonable time to afford 
the party an opportunity to obtain another rep-
resentative.]] 

Discussion: Upon further consideration, 
the Board has deleted this proposed amend-
ment. The Board does not agree with the as-
sertion by a commenter that the current 
version of this rule is in excess of the author-
ity of this Board under the Act. 

* * * * * 
2.03 Counseling. 

(a) Initiating a Proceeding; Formal Re-
quest for Counseling. In order to initiate a 
proceeding under these rules, an employee 
shall [formally] file a written request for 
counseling [from] with the Office regarding 
an alleged violation of the Act, as referred to 
in section 2.01(a) above. All [formal] requests 
for counseling shall be confidential, unless 
the employee agrees to waive his or her right 
to confidentiality under section 2.03(e)(2), 
below. 

Discussion: The purpose of this amendment 
is to delete the undefined term ‘‘formal’’, 
and require simply that the request be made 
in written form. Several commenters sug-
gested that institution of a requirement that 
the counseling request be in writing would 
constitute a ‘‘waiver’’ of the statutory re-
quirement of absolute confidentiality in 
counseling mandated by section 416(a) of the 

Act. Requiring a written counseling request 
does not constitute or suggest a ‘‘waiver’’ of 
confidentiality in any way. Such a waiver 
may only occur when ‘‘the Office and a cov-
ered employee . . . agree to notify the em-
ploying office of the allegations.’’ 2 U.S.C. 
1416(a). The process for such a waiver is set 
out in the existing Procedural Rules at sec-
tion 2.03(e)(2), which requires a written waiv-
er form. A written request for counseling is 
an entirely different document. 

. . . . . 
(c) When, How, and Where to Request 

Counseling. A [formal] request for coun-
seling must be in writing, and [: (1)] shall be 
[made] filed with the Office of Compliance at 
Room LA–200, 110 Second Street, S.E., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20540–1999; [[telephone 202–724–
9250;]] FAX 202–426–1913; TDD 202–426–1912, not 
later than 180 days after the alleged viola-
tion of the Act.[; (2) may be made to the Of-
fice in person, by telephone, or by written re-
quest; (3) shall be directed to: Office of Com-
pliance, Adams Building, Room LA–200, 110 
Second Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20540–
1999; telephone 202–724–9250; FAX 202–426–1913; 
TDD 202–426–1912.] 

Discussion: This amendment conforms to 
the requirement that a written request for 
counseling must be filed with the Office. 

. . . . . 
(l) Conclusion of the Counseling Period and 

Notice. The Executive Director shall notify 
the employee in writing of the end of the 
counseling period, by certified mail, return 
receipt requested, or by personal delivery evi-
denced by a written receipt. The Executive 
Director, as part of the notification of the 
end of the counseling period, shall inform 
the employee of the right and obligation, 
should the employee choose to pursue his or 
her claim, to file with the Office a request 
for mediation within 15 days after receipt by 
the employee of the notice of the end of the 
counseling period. 

Discussion: This amendment reflects the 
provision of flexibility to the Office in pro-
viding notice. In response to comments, we 
have added the requirement for appropriate 
documentation in the case of personal deliv-
ery. A suggestion that a copy of the end of 
counseling notice be served on ‘‘opposing 
counsel’’ would cause a violation of the con-
fidentiality requirement for counseling re-
quired by section 416(a) of the Act, and would 
contradict the non-adversarial nature of 
counseling. 

. . . . . 
(m) Employees of the Office of the Archi-

tect of the Capitol and the Capitol Police. 
(1) Where an employee of the Office of the 

Architect of the Capitol or of the Capitol Po-
lice requests counseling under the Act and 
these rules, the Executive Director may rec-
ommend that the employee use the griev-
ance procedures of the Architect of the Cap-
itol or the Capitol Police. The term ‘griev-
ance procedures’ refers to internal proce-
dures of the Architect of the Capitol and the 
Capitol Police that can provide a resolution 
of the matter(s) about which counseling was 
requested. Pursuant to section 401 of the Act 
and by agreement with the Architect of the 
Capitol and the Capitol Police Board, when 
the Executive Director makes such a rec-
ommendation, the following procedures shall 
apply: 

. . . . . 
(ii) After having contacted the Office and 

having utilized the grievance procedures of 
the Architect of the Capitol or of the Capitol 
Police Board, the employee may notify the 
Office that he or she wishes to return to the 
procedures under these rules: (A) within [10] 
60 days after the expiration of the period rec-
ommended by the Executive Director, if the 

matter has not [[been resolved]] resulted in a 
final decision; or (B) within 20 days after 
service of a final decision resulting from the 
grievance procedures of the Architect of the 
Capitol or the Capitol Police Board. 

(iii) The period during which the matter is 
pending in the internal grievance procedure 
shall not count against the time available 
for counseling or mediation under the Act. If 
the grievance is resolved to the employee’s 
satisfaction, the employee shall so notify the 
Office within 20 days after the employee has 
received service of the final decision resulting 
from the grievance procedure. [[or i]] If no re-
quest to return to the procedures under these 
rules is received within [[the applicable time 
period]] 60 days after the expiration of the pe-
riod recommended by the Executive Director, 
the Office will [[consider the case to be 
closed in its official files]] issue a Notice of 
End of Counseling, as specified in section 
2.04(i) of these Rules. 

Discussion: The amendment reflects the 
Board’s conclusion that controversies re-
ferred to agency grievance procedures may 
be close to disposition at or near the end of 
the stipulated referral period. In such cir-
cumstances, the requirement for a return by 
the employee to the Office’s procedures with-
in 10 days can actually have the effect of dis-
rupting the completion of the grievance 
process. Therefore, the Board proposes an ex-
tension of that time frame to 60 days. The 
time during which a controversy has been re-
ferred to an agency grievance proceeding as-
sumes that there will have been joinder of 
issues between the employee and the em-
ploying office. Certainly, there can be no 
doubt that the employing office has been 
placed on notice of the existence of the con-
troversy. The amended proposal ensures that 
the employee will not be penalized by reason 
of an employing office’s failure to process a 
grievance in a timely manner by stipulating 
that the Office will issue an end of coun-
seling Notice to the parties 60 days after the 
end of the referral period. A commenter’s 
suggestion that the referral time frame un-
lawfully extends counseling beyond the 30 
day maximum period ignores section 401 of 
the Act, which specifically stipulates that 
all time during which a matter is referred to 
the grievance procedures of the Architect of 
the Capitol or the Capitol Police ‘‘shall not 
count against the time available for coun-
seling or mediation.’’ Issuing a Notice of End 
of Counseling is preferable to administrative 
closure of a case, since the closure may pe-
nalize an employee who is still waiting for 
the employing office to issue a final decision. 

* * * * * 
2.04 Mediation. 

. . . . . 

(e) Duration and Extension. 
(1) The mediation period shall be 30 days 

beginning on the date the request for medi-
ation is received, unless the Office grants an 
extension. 

(2) The Office may extend the mediation 
period upon the joint written request of the 
parties or of the appointed mediator on be-
half of the parties to the attention of the Exec-
utive Director. The request [may be oral or] 
shall be written and [shall be noted and] filed 
with the Office no later than the last day of 
the mediation period. The request shall set 
forth the joint nature of the request and the 
reasons therefor, and specify when the par-
ties expect to conclude their discussions. Re-
quest for additional extensions may be made 
in the same manner. Approval of any exten-
sions shall be within the sole discretion of 
the Office. 

Discussion: The amendment assures that 
an adequate record of such a request be 
made. In response to comments, the Board 
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has added language allowing the assigned 
mediator to submit the request on behalf of 
the parties. 

. . . . . 

(i) Conclusion of the Mediation Period and 
Notice. If, at the end of the mediation pe-
riod, the parties have not resolved the mat-
ter that forms the basis of the request for 
mediation, the Office shall provide the em-
ployee, and the employing office, and their 
representatives, with written notice that the 
mediation period has concluded. The written 
notice to the employee will be sent by cer-
tified mail, return receipt requested, or will 
be [hand] personally delivered, evidenced by a 
written receipt, and it will also notify the 
employee of his or her right to elect to file 
a complaint with the Office in accordance 
with section 5.01 of these rules or to file a 
civil action pursuant to section 408 of the 
Act and section 2.06 of these rules. 

Discussion: The purpose of this amendment 
is to reflect the provision of the flexibility of 
personal delivery. In response to comments, 
the Board has also formalized the require-
ment that proof of delivery be evidenced by 
a written receipt.

* * * * * 
2.06 Filing of Civil Action. 

. . . . . 

(c) Communication Regarding Civil Actions 
Filed with District Court. [(1)] The party filing 
any civil action with the United States District 
Court pursuant to sections 404(2) and 408 of the 
Act [should simultaneously provide a copy of 
the complaint] shall provide a written notice 
to the Office that the party has filed a civil ac-
tion, specifying the district court in which the 
civil action was filed and the case number. 

Discussion: The Office has the responsi-
bility to be aware of judicial applications 
and interpretations of the Act. In this re-
gard, see also proposed rule 9.06. In response 
to comments, the Board has replaced the 
proposed requirement that a copy of the 
complaint be provided, with a notice of filing 
of a civil action. The Office also intends to 
include notice of this requirement in its No-
tice of End of Mediation. 

AMENDMENT DELETED: [[(2) No party to 
any civil action referenced in paragraph (1) 
shall request information from the Office re-
garding the proceedings which took place pur-
suant to sections 402 or 403 related to said civil 
action, unless said party notifies the other 
party(ies) to the civil action of the request to the 
Office. The Office will determine whether the re-
lease of such information is appropriate under 
the Act and the Rules of Procedure.]] 

Discussion: Upon further consideration, 
the Board has deleted this proposed amend-
ment. 

* * * * * 
§4.16 Comments on Occupational Safety and 

Health Reports. [[The General Counsel will pro-
vide to responsible employing office(s) a copy of 
any report issued for general distribution not 
less than seven days prior to the date scheduled 
for its issuance. If a responsible employing office 
wishes to have its written comments appended 
to the report, it shall submit such comments to 
the General Counsel no later than 48 hours prior 
to the scheduled issuance date. The General 
Counsel shall either include the written com-
ments without alteration as an appendix to the 
report, or immediately decline the request for 
their inclusion. If the General Counsel declines 
to include the submitted comments, the employ-
ing office(s) may submit said denial to the 
Board of Directors which, in its sole discretion, 
shall review the matter and issue a final and 
non-appealable decision solely regarding inclu-
sion of the employing office(s) comments prior to 
the issuance of the report. Submissions to the 
Board of Directors in this regard shall be made 

expeditiously and without regard to the require-
ments of subpart H of these rules. In no event 
shall the General Counsel be required by the 
Board to postpone the issuance of a report for 
more than five days.]] With respect to any re-
port authorized under section 215(c)(1) or 
215(e)(2) of the Act that is intended by the 
General Counsel for general public distribu-
tion, the General Counsel shall, before mak-
ing such general public distribution, first 
transmit a copy thereof to the responsible em-
ploying office(s), together with a notification 
that the employing office(s) has 10 days with-
in which to submit any written comments that 
it wishes to be appended in their entirety as 
an appendix to the report. In the event the 
General Counsel declines to append to the re-
port timely submitted comments of an employ-
ing office, the General Counsel shall not issue 
the report for general public distribution, and 
will promptly notify that office in writing of 
the basis for such declination. Upon written 
request to the Board of Directors submitted by 
the employing office within 10 days of the 
date of notification of declination by the Gen-
eral Counsel, with a copy thereof served on 
the General Counsel, the Board of Directors 
shall promptly review the matter, including 
any submission filed by the General Counsel 
within 10 days of the employing office’s re-
quest, and issue a final and non-appealable 
decision determining the issue of inclusion of 
the employing office’s comments prior to the 
general public distribution of the report. In 
no event shall the General Counsel be re-
quired by the Board to delay issuance of a re-
port covered by this procedure for more than 
15 days after the employing office’s request for 
review is submitted to the Board of Directors. 

Discussion: The proposed amendment, as 
reworded, provides a mechanism for employ-
ing office comments to be appended to re-
ports issued by the General Counsel regard-
ing Occupational Safety and Health inspec-
tions. The Board has amended the proposal 
to clarify further the categories of OSH re-
ports resulting from inspection requests. The 
Board has extended the time periods within 
which the dispute resolution procedure takes 
place. The Board has also added a require-
ment that any General Counsel declination 
must be provided in writing to the employ-
ing office. 

* * * * * 
§5.03 Dismissal, Summary Judgment, and 

Withdrawal of Complaints. 
. . . . . 

(d) Summary Judgment. A Hearing Officer 
may, after notice and an opportunity for the 
parties to address the question of summary 
judgment, [[to respond,]] issue summary judg-
ment on some or all of the complaint. 

([d]e) Appeal. A [dismissal] final decision by 
the Hearing Officer made under section 
5.03(a)–(c) or 7.16 of these rules may be sub-
ject to appeal before the Board if the ag-
grieved party files a timely petition for re-
view under section 8.01. A final decision 
under section 5.03(a)–(c) which does not re-
solve all of the claims or issues in the case(s) 
before the Hearing Officer may not be ap-
pealed to the Board in advance of a final de-
cision entered under section 7.16 of these 
rules, except as authorized pursuant to sec-
tion 7.13 of these rules. 

([e]f) . . . . . 
([f]g) . . . . . 
Discussion: Hearing Officers have plenary 

authority to conduct hearings and make 
final decisions, including summary judg-
ment, pursuant to section 405 of the Act. The 
amendments more adequately reflect the ex-
isting authority of Hearing Officers. In re-
sponse to a comment, the Board has included 
the requirement that the parties be given 
the opportunity to address the issue. The 

Board has also addressed the circumstance of 
a partial disposition of a case. 

* * * * * 
§ 7.02 Sanctions 

(a) The Hearing Officer may impose sanctions 
on a party’s representative [[for inappropriate 
or unprofessional conduct]] necessary to regu-
late the course of the hearing. 

(b) The Hearing Officer may impose sanc-
tions upon the parties under, but not limited 
to, the circumstances set forth in this sec-
tion. 

([a]1) Failure to Comply with an Order. 
When a party fails to comply with an order 
(including an order for the taking of a depo-
sition, for the production of evidence within 
the party’s control, or for production of wit-
nesses), the Hearing Officer may: 

([1]a) . . . . . 
([2]b) . . . . . 
([3]c) . . . . . 
([4]d) . . . . . 
Discussion: In response to comments, and 

upon further consideration, the Board has 
amended this proposal to better reflect exist-
ing statutory authority. Section 556(c)(5) of 
the Administrative Procedure Act, ref-
erenced in section 405(d)(3) of the Act, spe-
cifically authorizes a presiding official to 
‘‘regulate the course of the hearing’’. The 
amendment authorizes a Hearing Officer to 
carry out that responsibility when required 
by a representative’s conduct. 

* * * * * 
§ 8.01 Appeal to the Board. 

. . . . . 
(b)(1) Unless otherwise ordered by the 

Board, within 21 days following the filing of 
a petition for review to the Board, the appel-
lant shall file and serve a supporting brief in 
accordance with section 9.01 of these rules. 
That brief shall identify with particularity 
those findings or conclusions in the decision 
and order that are challenged and shall refer 
specifically to the portions of the record and 
the provisions of statutes or rules that are 
alleged to support each assertion made on 
appeal. 

(2) Unless otherwise ordered by the Board, 
within 21 days following the service of the 
appellant’s brief, the opposing party may file 
and serve a reply brief. 

(3) Upon written delegation by the Board, the 
Executive Director is authorized to determine 
any request for extensions of time to file any 
post-petition for review document or submission 
with the Board in any case in which the Exec-
utive Director has not rendered a determina-
tion on the merits. Such delegation shall con-
tinue until revoked by the Board. 

. . . . . 
Discussion: The amendment authorizes the 

Executive Director to perform the ministe-
rial act of granting extensions of time in 
which to file documents when specifically 
authorized to do so by the Board. In response 
to comments, the Board has required written 
delegation of authority, and has limited that 
delegation to submissions after a petition for 
review has been filed. The Board has also 
prohibited such a delegation in any case in 
which the Executive Director has issued a 
determination on the merits in the under-
lying proceeding. 

* * * * * 
§ 9.01 Filing, Service and Size Limitations of 

Motions, Briefs, Responses and other Docu-
ments. 
(a) Filing with the Office; Number. One 

original and three copies of all motions, 
briefs, responses, and other documents must 
be filed, whenever required, with the Office 
or Hearing Officer. However, when a party 
aggrieved by the decision of a Hearing Offi-
cer or other matter or determination reviewable 
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by the Board files an appeal with the Board, 
one original and seven copies of both any ap-
peal brief and any responses must be filed 
with the Office. The Officer, Hearing Officer, 
or Board may also [[require]] request a party to 
submit an electronic version of any submission 
on a disk in a designated format. 

. . . . . 

Discussion: The addition of ‘‘other matter 
or determination reviewable by the Board’’ 
is intended to address: collective bargaining 
representation decisions made pursuant to 
Part 2422 of the Office of Compliance Rules 
regarding labor-management relations, nego-
tiability determinations made pursuant to 
Part 2424 of the same Rules, review of arbi-
tration awards under Part 2425 of the same 
Rules, determination of bargaining consulta-
tion rights under Part 2426 of the same 
Rules, requests for general statements of 
policy or guidance under Part 2427 of the 
same Rules, enforcement of standards of con-
duct decisions and orders by the Assistant 
Secretary of Labor for Labor Management 
Relations pursuant to Part 2428 of the same 
Rules, and determinations regarding collec-
tive bargaining impasses pursuant to Part 
2470 of the same Rules. The term ‘‘matter’’ 
was included by the Board on further consid-
eration, because some of the procedures ref-
erenced in the labor-management relations 
Rules are addressed to the Board in the first 
instance. Submission by electronic version is 
in addition to the existing methods for filing 
submissions. This addition reflects the deci-
sion of this agency to begin exploring the 
process of migration toward electronic fil-
ing. Because of limits in available tech-
nology, it remains necessary to designate a 
particular format for electronic disk trans-
mittal. In response to comments, the Board 
has amended the proposal to allow for a ‘‘re-
quest’’ rather than a requirement. The avail-
ability of submissions on disk, particularly 
of lengthy documents, can save the Office 
time and expense in handling such docu-
ments. 

* * * * * 
§ 9.03 Attorney’s fees and costs. 

(a) Request. No later than 20 days after the 
entry of a Hearing Officer’s decision under 
section 7.16 or after service of a Board deci-
sion by the Office, the complainant, if he or 
she is a prevailing party, may submit to the 
Hearing Officer who heard the case initially 
a motion for the award of reasonable attor-
ney’s fees and costs, following the form spec-
ified in paragraph (b) below. All motions for 
attorney’s fees and costs shall be submitted to 
the Hearing Officer. [The Board or t] The 
Hearing Officer, after giving the respondent 
an opportunity to reply, shall rule on the 
motion. 

. . . . . 

Discussion: This amendment clarifies the 
rules to exclude the filing of motions for at-
torney’s fees with the Board of Directors. 

* * * * * 
§ 9.05 Informal Resolutions and Settlement 

Agreements. 
. . . . . 

(b) Formal Settlement Agreement. The 
parties may agree formally to settle all or 
part of a disputed matter in accordance with 
section 414 of the Act. In that event, the 
agreement shall be in writing and submitted 
to the Executive Director for review and ap-
proval. If the Executive Director does not ap-
prove the settlement, such disapproval shall be 
in writing, shall set forth the grounds therefor, 
and shall render the settlement ineffective. 

(c) Requirements for a Formal Settlement 
Agreement. A formal settlement agreement re-
quires the signature of all parties on the agree-

ment document before the agreement can be sub-
mitted to the Executive Director. A formal settle-
ment agreement cannot be rescinded after the 
signatures of all parties have been affixed to the 
agreement, unless by written revocation of the 
agreement voluntarily signed by all parties, or 
as otherwise [[required]] permitted by law. 

(d) Violation of a Formal Settlement Agree-
ment. If a party should allege that a formal set-
tlement agreement has been violated, the issue 
shall be determined by reference to the formal 
dispute resolution procedures of the agreement. 
If the particular formal settlement agreement 
does not have a stipulated method for dispute 
resolution of an alleged violation of the agree-
ment, the following dispute resolution procedure 
shall be deemed to be a part of each formal set-
tlement agreement approved by the Executive 
Director pursuant to section 414 of the Act: Any 
complaint regarding a violation of a formal set-
tlement agreement may be filed with the Execu-
tive Director no later than 60 days after the 
party to the agreement becomes aware of the al-
leged violation. Such complaints may be referred 
by the Executive Director to a Hearing Officer 
for a final and binding decision. The procedures 
for hearing and determining such complaints 
shall be governed by subparts F, G, and H of 
these rules. 

Discussion: The Board disagrees with com-
ments that assert the Office has no statutory 
authority to settle disputes regarding the al-
leged violation of settlement agreements. 
Under section 414 of the Act, the Executive 
Director is clearly given plenary authority 
to approve all settlement agreements under 
the Act entered into at any stage of the ad-
ministrative or judicial process. No settle-
ment agreement can ‘‘become effective’’ un-
less and until such approval has been given. 
The Office is concerned that many settle-
ment agreements do not include provisions 
for disposition of controversies regarding al-
leged violations of the agreement. Rather 
than consider initiating a practice of with-
holding approval of settlement agreements 
which do not include provisions setting forth 
dispute resolution procedures, the Office is 
providing all parties, by notice and rule, the 
option to include their own dispute resolu-
tion provisions, or default to the dispute res-
olution procedure stipulated in this proposed 
Rule when they enter into a settlement 
agreement. The word ‘‘permitted’’ was in-
serted in place of ‘‘required’’ as a clarifica-
tion, since in this context a rescission of an 
approved agreement would rarely, if ever, be 
required by operation of law. 

[[§ 9.06 Destruction of Closed Files. Closed case 
files regarding counseling, mediation, hearing, 
and/or appeal to the Board of Directors may be 
destroyed during the calendar year in which the 
fifth anniversary of the closure date occurs, or 
during the calendar year in which the fifth an-
niversary of the conclusion of all adversarial 
proceedings in relation thereto occurs, which-
ever period ends later.]] 

Discussion: The Executive Director and the 
Board of Directors have been made aware 
that the Office of Compliance appears to be 
an agency covered by the requirements of 
the Federal Records Act (found at Title 44 of 
the U.S. Code). The Records Act requires 
that an agency consult with the Archivist of 
the United States regarding any record de-
struction program. Therefore, the Executive 
Director and the Board are withdrawing this 
proposal at this time, and will issue a new 
Notice regarding this subject matter after 
the requirements of the Federal Records Act 
have been satisfied. 

§ 9.0[7]6 Payments [[of]] required pursuant 
to Decisions, Awards, or Settlements under sec-
tion 415(a) of the Act. Whenever a decision or 
award pursuant to sections 405(g), 406(e), 407, or 
408 of the Act, or an approved settlement pursu-
ant to section 414 of the Act, require the pay-
ment of funds pursuant to section 415(a) of the 

Act, the decision, award, or settlement shall be 
submitted to the Executive Director to be proc-
essed by the Office for requisition from the ac-
count of the Office of Compliance in the Depart-
ment of the Treasury, and payment. 

Discussion: This proposed rule reflects the 
existing procedure for processing payments 
under section 415(a) of the Act. Since section 
415 does not authorize automatic stays of 
judgments or awards pending appeal, parties 
are advised to seek such a stay from the ap-
propriate forum. Adding an automatic stay 
of payment until all appeals have been ex-
hausted would require an amendment of the 
Act. 
§ 9.0[6]7 Revocation, Amendment or Waiver of 

Rules. 
. . . . .

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

6747. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting Requests 
from the Judicial Branch for FY 2004; (H. 
Doc. No. 108—161); to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

6748. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting Ap-
proval of Brigadier General Martin E. 
Dempsey and Brigadier General Barbara G. 
Fast to wear the insignia of major general in 
accordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

6749. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting Report in-
cluding matters relating to the interdiction 
of aircraft engaged in illicit drug trafficking, 
pursuant to Public Law 107—108 22 U.S.C. 
2291—4; (H. Doc. No. 108—158); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations and or-
dered to be printed. 

6750. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a report 
including matters relating to post-liberation 
Iraq as consistent with the Authorization for 
Use of Military Force Against Iraq Resolu-
tion of2002 (Public Law 107-243); (H. Doc. No. 
108—160); to the Committee on International 
Relations and ordered to be printed. 

6751. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the semi-
annual report on the activities of the Office 
of Inspector General for the period ending 
September 30, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. 
(Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

6752. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Railroad Retirement Board, transmitting 
the Board’s budget justification for the Of-
fice of Inspector General for fiscal year 2005, 
prepared in compliance with Office of Man-
agement and Budget (OMB) Circular No. A-
11; to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 

6753. A letter from the Chairman, U.S. 
Commodity Futures Trading Commission, 
transmitting the FY 2003 report pursuant to 
the Federal Managers’ Financial Integrity 
Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(3); to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

6754. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Polson, 
MT. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16207; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ANM-10] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6755. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 

VerDate jul 14 2003 04:49 Feb 25, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00056 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A24FE7.018 H24PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H573February 24, 2004 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Establishment of Class D and E Airspace; 
Olive Branch, MS, Amendment of Class E 
Airspace; Memphis, TN [Docket No. FAA-
2003-16534; Airspace Docket No. 03-ASO-19] 
received February 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6756. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Cherokee, 
IA. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16505; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ACE-89] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6757. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Establishment of Class D Airspace; Hilton 
Head Island, SC; Correction [Docket No. 
FAA-2003-16359; Airspace Docket No. 03-ASO-
18] received February 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6758. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification and Revocation of Federal Air-
ways; AK [Docket No. FAA-2002-14010; Air-
space Docket No. 02-AAL-09] (RIN: 2120-
AA66) received February 23, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6759. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Waverly, 
IA [Docket No. FAA-2003-16502; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ACE-86] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6760. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Oskaloosa, 
IA. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16500; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ACE-84] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6761. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting The Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Spring-
field, MO. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16763; Air-
space Docket No. 03-ACE-100] received Feb-
ruary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6762. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus Model A300 
B2 and B4 Series Airplanes; and A300 B4-600, 
B4-600R, C4-605R Variant F, and F4-600R (Col-
lectively Called A300-600) Series Airplanes 
[Docket No. 2003-NM-248-AD; Amendment 39-
14308; AD 2003-26-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
February 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6763. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; General Electric 
Company (GE) CF6-80E1A2 and -80E1A4 Tur-
bofan Engines; Correction [Docket No. 2003-
NE-26-AD; Amendment 39-13409; AD 2003-26-
11] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6764. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 

DOD Commercial Air Carrier Evaluators; 
Correction [Docket No. FAA-2003-15571; 
Amdt. Nos. 119-8, 121-298 and 135-88] (RIN: 
2120-AI00) received February 23, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6765. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Philadel-
phia, PA [Docket No. FAA-2003-16282; Air-
space Docket No. 03-AEA-06] received Feb-
ruary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6766. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Great 
Bend, KS. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16080; Air-
space Docket No. 03-ACE-72] received Feb-
ruary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6767. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Removal of Class E Airspace; New Port 
Richey, FL. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16623; Air-
space Docket No. 03-ASO-22] received Feb-
ruary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6768. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Beloit, KS. 
[Docket No. FAA-2003-16749; Airspace Docket 
No. 03-ACE-93] received February 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6769. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Kingman, 
KS. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16081; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ACE-73] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6770. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Greenfield, 
IA. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16504; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ACE-88] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6771. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Marysville, 
KS. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16762; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ACE-99] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6772. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Tipton, IA. 
[Docket No. FAA-2003-16501; Airspace Docket 
No. 03-ACE-85] received February 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6773. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Osceola, 
IA. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16499; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ACE-83] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6774. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 

transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class E Airspace; Winterset, 
IA. [Docket No. FAA-2003-16503; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-ACE-87] received February 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6775. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Dassault Model 
Falcon 2000 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
2002-NM-233-AD; Amendment 39-13466; AD 
2004-03-22] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb-
ruary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6776. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier Model 
DHC-8-102, -103, -106, -201, -202, -301, -311, and 
-315 Airplanes [Docket No. 2002-NM-79-AD; 
Amendment 39-13472; AD 2004--03-28] (RIN: 
1220-AA64) received February 23, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6777. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 747-
100, 747-100B, 747-100B SUD, 747-200B, 747-200C, 
747-200F, 747-300, 747SP, and 747SR Series Air-
planes [Docket No. 2003-NM-84-AD; Amend-
ment 39-13461; AD 2004-03-17] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received February 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6778. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directies; Airbus A330-200, 
A330-300, A340-200, and A340-300 Series Air-
planes [Docket No. 2003-NM-223-AD; Amend-
ment 39-13468; AD 2004-03-24] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received February 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6779. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus Model A330 
and A340-200 and -300 Series Airplanes [Dock-
et No. 2001-NM-284-AD; Amendment 39-13469; 
AD 2004-03-25] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb-
ruary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6780. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Aerospatiale 
Model ATR42 and ATR72 Series Airplanes 
[Docket No. 2002-NM-116-AD; Amendment 39-
13462; AD 2004-03-18] (RIN: 1220-AA64) received 
February 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6781. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier Model 
DHC-8-102, -103, -106, -201, -202, -301, -311, and 
-315 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2003-NM-
154-AD; Amendment 39-13458; AD 2004-03-14] 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received February 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6782. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus Model A321 
Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2003-NM-257-
AD; Amendment 39-13446; AD 2004-03-02] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received February 23, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 
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6783. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-

cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Fokker Model F.28 
Mark 0070 and 0100 Series Airplanes [Docket 
No. 2004-NM-10-AD; Amendment 39-13447; AD 
2004-03-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb-
ruary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6784. A letter from the United States Trade 
Representative, Executive Office of the 
President, transmitting a report on the in-
tent to initiate negotiations for a free trade 
agreement between the United States and 
Thailand, pursuant to Section 2104(a)(1) of 
the Trade Act of 2002; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

6785. A letter from the Chair, Office of 
Compliance, transmitting Second notice of 
proposed procedural rule making under Sec-
tion 303(b) of the Congressional Account-
ability Act of 1995 for publication in the Con-
gressional Record, pursuant to 2 U.S.C 
1384(b); jointly to the Committees on House 
Administration and Education and the 
Workforce.

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 
[Pursuant to the order of the House on Feb-

ruary 11, 2004, the following reports were filed 
on February 18, 2004] 

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science. 
House Concurrent Resolution 189. Resolution 
celebrating the 50th anniversary of the Inter-
national Geophysical Year (IGY) and sup-
porting an International Geophysical Year-2 
(IGY–2) in 2007–08; with an amendment (Rept. 
108–422). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BOEHLERT: Committee on Science. 
H.R. 1292. A bill to encourage the develop-
ment and integrated use by the public and 
private sectors of remote sensing and other 
geospatial information, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 108–423). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

[Filed on February 24, 2004] 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 2707. A bill to direct the Secretaries of 
the Interior and Agriculture, acting through 
the U.S. Forest Service, to carry out a dem-
onstration program to assess potential water 
savings through control of Salt Cedar and 
Russian Olive on forests and public lands ad-
ministered by the Department of the Interior 
and the U.S. Forest Service; with amend-
ments (Rept. 108–424, Pt. 1). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER: Committee on the 
Judiciary. H.R. 2391. A bill to amend title 35, 
United States Code, to promote research 
among universities, the public sector, and 
private enterprise; with amendments (Rept. 
108–424). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER: Committee on the 
Judiciary. H.R. 3036. A bill to authorize ap-
propriations for the Department of Justice 
for fiscal years 2004 through 2006, and for 
other purposes; with amendments (Rept. 108–
426). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. LINDER: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 529. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1997) to amend 
title 18, United States Code, and the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice to protect unborn 

children from assault and murder, and for 
other purposes (Rept. 108–427). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 

Committee on Agriculture discharged 
from further consideration. H.R. 2707 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
following action was taken by the 
Speaker:

H.R. 2707. Referral to the Committee on 
Agriculture extended for a period ending not 
later than February 24, 2004.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. RENZI: 
H.R. 3817. A bill to ensure that certain 

areas are eligible for rural housing assist-
ance; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self, Mr. HYDE, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Mr. BELL, Mr. GREEN 
of Texas, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. PITTS, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. 
DICKS, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr. BROWN of 
Ohio): 

H.R. 3818. A bill to amend the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 to improve the results 
and accountability of microenterprise devel-
opment assistance programs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

By Mr. BAIRD (for himself, Mr. WU, 
Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. 
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. DICKS, 
Mr. INSLEE, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. 
SMITH of Washington, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mr. SOUDER, Mr. POMEROY, Ms. 
HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. GOODE, 
and Ms. DUNN): 

H.R. 3819. A bill to redesignate Fort 
Clatsop National Memorial as the Lewis and 
Clark National Historical Park, to include in 
the park sites in the State of Washington as 
well as the State of Oregon, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Resources. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself and Mr. 
DINGELL): 

H.R. 3820. A bill to protect United States 
workers from competition of foreign 
workforces for performance of Federal and 
State contracts for goods or services; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

By Mr. KOLBE (for himself and Mr. 
STENHOLM): 

H.R. 3821. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to provide for individual 
security accounts funded by employee and 
employer Social Security payroll deductions, 
to extend the solvency of the old-age, sur-
vivors, and disability insurance program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Rules, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. MCCOLLUM: 
H.R. 3822. A bill to amend the Animal 

Health Protection Act to direct the Sec-

retary of Agriculture to establish an elec-
tronic nationwide livestock identification 
system, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
FLAKE): 

H.R. 3823. A bill to authorize the extension 
of nondiscriminatory treatment (normal 
trade relations treatment) to the products of 
Belarus; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RENZI: 
H.R. 3824. A bill to facilitate the operation, 

maintenance, and capital improvement of 
Camp Navajo, Arizona, by the Arizona Army 
National Guard; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself, Mr. 
STUPAK, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY): 

H.R. 3825. A bill to amend title 36, United 
States Code, to amend the Federal charter of 
the United States Olympic Committee, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. POMBO (for himself, Mr. RA-
HALL, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. 
LEACH, Mr. LANTOS, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. CASE, Mr. CARDOZA, 
Mr. KILDEE, Ms. WATSON, Mr. FLAKE, 
and Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD): 

H. Con. Res. 364. Concurrent resolution to 
recognize more than 5 decades of strategic 
partnership between the United States and 
the people of the Marshall Islands in the pur-
suit of international peace and security, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

By Mr. EVANS: 
H. Con. Res. 365. Concurrent resolution 

supporting the goals and ideals of National 
Purple Heart Recognition Day; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself, Mr. 
QUINN, and Mr. LEVIN): 

H. Con. Res. 366. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress regarding 
negotiating, in the United States-Thailand 
Free Trade Agreement, access to the United 
States automobile industry; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self, Mr. WOLF, Mr. LANTOS, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
PENCE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. BROWN of 
Ohio, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. COX, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mrs. 
JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. GREEN 
of Wisconsin, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. HAR-
RIS, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
MCNULTY, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
ROTHMAN, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. HOLT, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. UDALL of 
New Mexico, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. KIRK, 
Mr. BURR, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
SOUDER, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mrs. 
KELLY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MCKEON, 
Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. PICKERING, Ms. 
MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. AKIN, and Mr. MENENDEZ): 

H. Res. 530. A resolution urging the appro-
priate representative of the United States to 
the 60th session of the United Nations Com-
mission on Human Rights to introduce a res-
olution calling upon the Government of the 
People’s Republic of China to end its human 
rights violations in China, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

By Mrs. BIGGERT (for herself, Mr. 
STRICKLAND, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE 
of Florida, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 
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OSBORNE, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. WAXMAN, 
Mr. HOEFFEL, and Mr. SHAYS): 

H. Res. 531. A resolution encouraging in-
creased public awareness of eating disorders 
and expanded research for treatment and 
cures; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H. Res. 532. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives that the United States should 
adhere to moral and ethical principles of 
economic justice and fairness in developing 
and advancing United States international 
trade treaties, agreements, and investment 
policies; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
International Relations, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. RODRIGUEZ (for himself, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. BACA, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. SERRANO, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. 
BECERRA, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. PASTOR, 
Ms. SOLIS, and Mr. CARDOZA): 

H. Res. 533. A resolution commemorating 
the 75th Anniversary of the Creation of the 
League of United Latin American Citizens; 
to the Committee on Government Reform.

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 31: Mr. THORNBERRY. 
H.R. 80: Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 117: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 173: Mr. SOUDER, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. 

HARMAN, and Mr. JOHN. 
H.R. 218: Mr. BURNS, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. 
BOEHLERT, Ms. MAJETTE, and Ms. SLAUGH-
TER. 

H.R. 290: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. SWEENEY, 
Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. BERMAN. 

H.R. 296: Mr. BROWN of Ohio. 
H.R. 300: Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
H.R. 339: Mr. HALL. 
H.R. 375: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. 
H.R. 391: Mr. KELLER and Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 463: Mr. TOWNS, Mr. PAUL, and Mr. 

SESSIONS. 
H.R. 504: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. FRANK of Massa-

chusetts, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
ENGEL, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 584: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
and Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 714: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 716: Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. 
H.R. 802: Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 814: Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. 

WATERS, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. 
LATOURETTE, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. 
CUMMINGS. 

H.R. 847: Mr. FROST and Mr. EMANUEL.
H.R. 852: Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 857: Mr. WELLER, Mr. ROYCE, and Ms. 

LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. 
H.R. 876: Mr. PITTS, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. 

KILPATRICK, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. OXLEY, Mr. 
TURNER of Ohio, Mr. SPRATT, and Mr. CASE. 

H.R. 931: Mr. GIBBONS, Mr. TAYLOR of Mis-
sissippi, and Mr. QUINN. 

H.R. 933: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 944: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota and 

Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 972: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
H.R. 976: Ms. LEE, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 

SERRANO, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts, Ms. WATERS, Mrs. LOWEY, and Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida. 

H.R. 1002: Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 1029: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1057: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 

POMBO, and Mr. WAMP. 
H.R. 1083: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 1084: Mr. MURPHY.
H.R. 1117: Mr. DEMINT and Mr. TURNER of 

Ohio.
H.R. 1231: Mrs. BONO. 
H.R. 1236: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1267: Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1336: Mr. BOUCHER, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 

New York, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. SWEENEY, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. PUTNAM, and Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1345: Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, 
Mr. KILDEE, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 
GORDON, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, and Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1434: Mr. BALLANCE, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. CARSON of Indiana, and 
Mr. BELL. 

H.R. 1478: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1508: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 1513: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H.R. 1532: Mr. WYNN, Mr. ROYCE, and Mr. 

RENZI. 
H.R. 1563: Mr. PASCRELL and Mrs. BONO. 
H.R. 1608: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. EMANUEL. 
H.R. 1615: Mr. CAPUANO and Mr. SIMMONS. 
H.R. 1655: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 1677: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 1731: Mr. NEY, Mr. HENSARLING, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, and Mr. BAIRD. 

H.R. 1736: Mr. JOHN, Mr. FROST, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. BELL, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Mr. 
FILNER.

H.R. 1749: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 1755: Mr. DEMINT.
H.R. 1758: Mr. GORDON.
H.R. 1793: Mr. AKIN.
H.R. 1918: Mr. GORDON.
H.R. 1919: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1994: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 2045: Mr. SIMPSON. 
H.R. 2107: Mr. RAHALL, Mr. DEUTSCH, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. BOUCHER, 
and Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 

H.R. 2133: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 2137: Mr. DEUTSCH. 
H.R. 2198: Mr. RODRIGUEZ and Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 2246: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. GRIJALVA, and 

Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 2247: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Ms. 

WATSON, Mr. MEEHAN, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. KUCINICH, and Mrs. MALONEY. 

H.R. 2262: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2293: Mr. DEMINT, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 

Mr. GINGREY, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. FEENEY, 
Mr. BEAUPREZ, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. BRADY of 
Texas, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, and Mr. 
NORWOOD. 

H.R. 2296: Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 2318: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana.
H.R. 2387: Mr. BACHUS and Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 2404: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 

BARTLETT of Maryland, and Mr. EHLERS. 
H.R. 2442: Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. MEEKS of New 

York, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr. LEWIS 
of Kentucky, Mr. WEINER, Ms. HOOLEY of Or-
egon, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. 
SABO, Mr. ROTHMAN, Ms. NORTON, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. OWENS, Mr. CLAY, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, 
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. PLATTS, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. TOM 
DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. DICKS, 
Mr. GORDON, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. SHIMKUS, Ms. 
HARMAN, Mr. KLECZKA, and Mr. SHAYS. 

H.R. 2490: Mr. LANTOS. 
H.R. 2494: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 2519: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 2527: Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 2550: Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 2601: Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. RANGEL, and 

Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 2625: Mr. BERMAN and Mr. BRADY of 

Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2626: Mr. GORDON, Mr. OLVER, and Mr. 

WHITFIELD. 
H.R. 2668: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 2700: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 2708: Mrs. MALONEY. 
H.R. 2711: Ms. CARSON of Indiana.
H.R. 2727: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 

Mr. GONZALEZ.
H.R. 2743: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 2797: Mr. BURNS. 
H.R. 2821: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 2851: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H.R. 2852: Mr. STENHOLM. 
H.R. 2866: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 2928: Mr. HAYES. 
H.R. 2945: Mr. ETHERIDGE and Ms. SLAUGH-

TER. 
H.R. 2959: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 2967: Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. ROTHMAN, 

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma, Mr. LATOURETTE, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. DAVIS of Ten-
nessee, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. SHIMKUS, and Mr. 
MENENDEZ. 

H.R. 2987: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. RUSH, and 
Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 3039: Mr. SWEENEY. 
H.R. 3049: Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. MORAN of Vir-

ginia, and Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 3073: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 3085: Mr. NADLER and Mr. LARSEN of 

Washington. 
H.R. 3090: Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 3099: Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. 
H.R. 3103: Mr. GUTKNECHT, Mr. CAPUANO, 

Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, 
and Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California.

H.R. 3111: Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. SCOTT of 
Georgia, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mrs. JOHNSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. BEREUTER, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. WOLF, Mr. DICKS, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
PAYNE, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Ms. HAR-
MAN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. FRANK 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. OWENS. 

H.R. 3173: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3238: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 3246: Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. COLE, Mr. 

REHBERG, Mr. BONILLA, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. 
GORDON, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. MCINTYRE. 

H.R. 3266: Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
H.R. 3270: Mr. MCCOTTER and Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 3324: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts and 

Mr. KLECZKA. 
H.R. 3344: Mr. JENKINS, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. 

HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. 
FATTAH, and Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 3359: Mr. HINCHEY and Mr. OWENS. 
H.R. 3360: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 3361: Mr. FARR and Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 3377: Mr. OWENS. 
H.R. 3378: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 

OLVER, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. DEUTSCH. 

H.R. 3424: Mr. NADLER, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, 
and Mr. DOGGETT. 

H.R. 3425: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico and 
Mr. NADLER. 

H.R. 3432: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 3438: Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GOSS, Mr. 

CLAY, and Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 3449: Ms. WATSON. 
H.R. 3450: Mr. BOUCHER and Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 3473: Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. BELL, Mr. 

GARY G. MILLER of California, and Mr. 
WEINER. 

H.R. 3474: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. BURGESS, 
Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. RENZI, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. 
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MOORE, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. BARTLETT of 
Maryland, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. HERGER, and 
Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. 

H.R. 3484: Mr. FERGUSON. 
H.R. 3527: Mr. SPRATT. 
H.R. 3550: Mr. ORTIZ. 
H.R. 3572: Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. NORTON, and 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. 
H.R. 3574: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. ENGLISH, Ms. 

HARMAN, Mr. BACHUS, and Mr. HERGER. 
H.R. 3579: Mr. PAUL, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. 

HINCHEY, Ms. WATERS, Ms. LEE, Mr. AN-
DREWS, Mr. FILNER, Ms. NORTON, and Mr. 
OTTER. 

H.R. 3582: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 3622: Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 3635: Ms. MAJETTE, Mrs. JONES of 

Ohio, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. CLAY, Mr. WATT, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. OWENS, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LEWIS 
of Georgia, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
FATTAH, Ms. WATSON, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. RUSH, Mr. TOWNS, and 
Mr. WYNN.

H.R. 3672: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. WYNN, 
Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, 
Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. CLAY, Mr. FRANK of Mas-
sachusetts, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. BOU-
CHER, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. FIL-
NER, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. SKELTON, Ms. 
HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. BALDWIN, 
and Ms. DEGETTE. 

H.R. 3673: Ms. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. RA-
HALL, Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
KUCINICH, Mr. ROTHMAN, and Mr. CUMMINGS. 

H.R. 3695: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 3712: Mr. CASE, Mr. OWENS, Mr. STARK, 

Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. MCINTYRE, and Mr. 
ACEVEDO-VILA. 

H.R. 3717: Mr. WICKER, Mr. COLE, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina, Mr. BRADLEY of New Hamp-
shire, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. HOLDEN, 
Mr. KIRK, Mr. HALL, Ms. MAJETTE, Mr. PUT-
NAM, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. WAMP, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. BONNER, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, and Ms. ROYBAL-AL-
LARD. 

H.R. 3719: Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado, Mr. WU, Mr. MATSUI, Mr. HASTINGS 
of Florida, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. FRANK of Mas-
sachusetts, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. HINCHEY, 
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. MEEKS of New 
York, Mrs. LOWEY, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York, and Mr. OWENS. 

H.R. 3721: Mr. RAHALL, Mr. OSBORNE, Mrs. 
WILSON of New Mexico, Mr. MATHESON, and 
Mr. BURNS. 

H.R. 3729: Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. PALLONE, and Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD. 

H.R. 3731: Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire, 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms. 
DELAURO, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Ms. 
LOFGREN, and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 3734: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. OXLEY, 
Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. DUNCAN, 
Mr. CANTOR, and Mr. OSBORNE. 

H.R. 3741: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 3743: Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky and Mr. 

STRICKLAND. 
H.R. 3755: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 

Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. 
BACHUS, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, and Ms. MAJETTE. 

H.R. 3763: Ms. HARRIS, Mr. RENZI, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. HOYER, Mr. WALDEN 
of Oregon, Mr. WOLF, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. PAYNE, 
and Mr. GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 3771: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 3778: Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. ENGLISH, and 

Mr. HOLDEN. 
H.R. 3780: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 

BLUMENAUER, and Mr. FILNER.
H.R. 3787: Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. SMITH of 

Michigan, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, and Mr. 
HILL. 

H.R. 3791: Mrs. MUSGRAVE and Mr. VITTER. 
H.R. 3795: Mr. Case, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. 

PAUL, Mr. MCHUGH, and Mr. COSTELLO. 
H.R. 3799: Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 

BACHUS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. EVERETT, and Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama. 

H.R. 3800: Mr. SOUDER and Mr. CRANE. 
H.R. 3806: Mr. SHIMKUS. 
H.R. 3815: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 3816: Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.J. Res. 22: Mr. BRADLEY of New Hamp-

shire. 
H.J. Res. 56: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. NUSSLE, 

and Mr. HEFLEY. 
H.J. Res. 60: Mr. GOODE. 
H. Con. Res. 15: Mr. LANTOS, Mr. SAXTON, 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. CANTOR, and Ms. 
HARRIS.

H. Con. Res. 74: Mr. CONYERS. 
H. Con. Res. 218: Mr. LANGEVIN and Mr. 

MILLER of Florida. 
H. Con. Res. 241: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H. Con. Res. 247: Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-

fornia. 
H. Con. Res. 275: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H. Con. Res. 298: Mr. HALL, Mr. MICHAUD, 

Mr. MCKEON, Mr. CARDOZA, and Mr. KING-
STON.

H. Con. Res. 304: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California and Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 

H. Con. Res. 310: Mr. RAHALL. 
H. Con. Res. 311: Mr. FOLEY. 
H. Con. Res. 314: Mr. WEXLER. 
H. Con. Res. 324: Mr. SOUDER. 
H. Con. Res. 332: Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. LEVIN, 

Mr. BEAUPREZ, Mr. EVANS, Mr. COX, Mr. 
TIBERI, Mr. RAMSTAD, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
BERKLEY, Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mrs. MCCARTHY 
of New York, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. NUSSLE, Mr. 
HERGER, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. 
BURR, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. WELLER, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Mr. TURNER of Texas, Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey, Mr. PENCE, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. 
KENNEDY of Minnesota, and Mr. AKIN. 

H. Con. Res. 343: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H. Res. 28: Mr. EVANS, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. 

MCNULTY, and Mr. GERLACH. 
H. Res. 60: Mr. SHAYS. 
H. Res. 103: Mr. SPRATT and Mr. KIND. 
H. Res. 140: Mr. TOOMEY and Mr. TIBERI. 
H. Res. 389: Mr. FATTAH, Mr. HASTINGS of 

Florida, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. HOYER. 
H. Res. 402: Mr. MOORE. 
H. Res. 466: Ms. HARRIS, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 

GREEN of Texas, Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr. 
KUCINICH. 

H. Res. 485: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. CLAY, and Mr. FILNER.

H. Res. 500: Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee and Mr. 
SMITH of Texas. 

H. Res. 510: Mr. FILNER. 
H. Res. 514: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H. Res. 522: Ms. ESHOO, Ms. WATSON, Ms. 

CARSON of Indiana, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. JOHN, 
Mr. ROTHMAN, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
MEEKS of New York, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. FROST, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. STARK, Mr. OWENS, and Mr. 
JENKINS. 

H. Res. 524: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. BARTLETT 
of Maryland, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. 
EVANS, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
KUCINICH, Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. FROST, Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H.R. 3473: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. 
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